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Foreword 


At  its  first  session,  the  Sixth  Congress  of  the 
United  States  passed  “And  Act  to  make  further 
provision  for  the  removal  and  accommodation  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  . . . Ap- 
proved, April  24,  1800.”  In  effect,  the  fifth  section 
of  this  act  created  the  Library  of  Congress  by 
providing  for  the  acquisition  of  books  for  con- 
gressional use,  a suitable  place  in  the  Capitol  in 
which  to  house  them,  a joint  committee  to  make 
rules  for  their  selection,  acquisition,  and  circula- 
tion, and  an  appropriation  of  $5,000  for  this 
purpose. 

In  1896,  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library 
held  hearings  on  “the  condition  of  the  Library 
of  Congress”  in  preparation  for  the  forthcoming 
move  into  the  new  building.  Among  those  who 
appeared  before  the  committee  was  Herbert  Put- 
nam, librarian  of  the  Boston  Public  Library  at 
the  time. 

In  reply  to  Representative  Lemuel  Ely  Quigg's 
question,  “What  are  the  qualities  that  the  chief 
administrative  officer  of  this  new  Congressional 
Library  ought  to  possess?”  Mr.  Putnam  replied: 

“This  should  be  a library,  the  foremost  library 
in  the  United  States — a national  library — that  is 
to  say,  the  largest  library  in  the  United  States 
and  a library  which  stands  foremost  as  a model 
and  example  of  assisting  forward  the  work  of 
scholarship  in  the  United  States.  . . . 

I should  suppose  that  the  man  who  is  to  have 
the  final  administration  of  that  library  must  have 
above  all  things  else  administrative  ability — the 
same  kind  of  a man  who  is  to  manage  the  prop- 
erty or  interest  of  any  large  corporation,  is  to 
handle  large  funds,  is  to  manage  a large  force  of 
employees;  such  a one  should  have  administra- 
tive capacity.  It  is  as  much  required  in  a library 


as  anywhere  else.  When  you  have  a department 
that  has  so  many  people  there  is  need  of  an  ad- 
ministrative officer  who  shall  have  superior  execu- 
tive ability  and  efficiency.  I do  not  believe  that 
your  chief  administrative  officer,  attending  prop- 
erly to  the  business  problems  of  the  library,  need 
be  a profound  bibliographer  or  need  to  know  the 
most  of  all  the  persons  in  the  library,  as  to  what 
the  library  contains.  I should  regard  him  as  bear- 
ing a relation  to  the  library  something  similar 
to  that  corresponding  to,  or  borne  by,  the  presi- 
dent of  a university  to  the  several  departments  of 
that  university. 

I take  it  that  President  Eliot  would  say  that  he 
does  not  know  as  much  about  Greek  as  the  chief 
of  that  department,  or  of  Latin,  as  the  chief  of 
that  department,  or  about  chemistry,  as  the  chief 
of  that  department.  I should  doubt  if  President 
Low  would  say  that  he  stood  as  a specialist  with 
reference  to  any  department  of  work  undertaken 
by  the  University  of  Columbia.  I presume  that 
the  modern  college  president  considers  that  his 
chief  function  is  to  secure  the  best  men  for  each 
department,  and  to  administer  on  a large  scale 
this  business,  and  see  that  the  business  is  con- 
ducted properly,  and  to  secure  great  efficiency, 
and,  more  especially  at  the  beginning,  to  consider 
and  determine  the  scope  of  the  work  to  be  under- 
taken, to  form  plans  on  a large  scale  which  might 
serve  as  recommendations  to  the  committee — 
board  of  trustees — with  reference  to  the  larger 
service  to  be  rendered.  I don’t  say  a knowledge 
of  specialties,  in  addition  to  these  capacities, 
would  be  inconsistent  with  them,  but  it  seems  to 
me  that  those  capacities  are  undoubtedly  neces- 
sary, and  that  the  chief  executive  must  have  them 
preeminently.” 


Vll 


A few  days  later,  back  in  Copley  Square,  Put- 
nam wrote  to  the  chairman  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee, Senator  George  Peabody  Wetmore,  out- 
lining some  of  his  views  on  the  Library  and  sup- 
plementing his  statement  on  the  Librarian's 
qualifications.  He  wrote  in  part: 

“If  I recall  rightly,  my  description  of  the  capac- 
ities requisite  to  the  chief  executive  of  the 
Library  was  ill  balanced.  I laid  stress  upon  the 
requisite  that  he  should  be  predominantly  the 
man  of  affairs  of  the  Library  rather  than  the  man 
of  books.  In  doing  so  I probably  slighted  the 
other  requisite,  equally  indispensable,  that  he 
should  know  enough  of  the  literary  side  of  the 


Library,  of  bibliography,  etc.,  to  appreciate  intel- 
ligently the  needs  of  the  several  departments  of 
specialized  work.” 

To  mark  the  175th  anniversary  of  the  Library, 
the  Quarterly  Journal  of  the  Library  of  Congress 
in  April  1975  inaugurated  a series  of  biograph- 
ical articles  on  the  eleven  men  who  headed  the 
institution  from  1802  to  1974:  John  James  Beck- 
ley,  Patrick  Magruder,  George  Watterston,  John 
Silva  Meehan,  John  G.  Stephenson,  Ainsworth 
Rand  Spofford,  John  Russell  Young,  Herbert 
Putnam,  Archibald  MacLeish,  Luther  Harris 
Evans,  and  Lawrence  Quincy  Mumford.  Col- 
lected in  this  volume,  these  articles  form  part  of 
the  historical  record  of  the  nation’s  library. 


Vlll 


Preface 


The  Library  of  Congress  has  profited  from  the 
striking  variety  of  backgrounds,  interests,  and 
talents  of  our  past  Librarians.  Among  them  have 
been  politicians,  businessmen,  newspapermen,  au- 
thors, poets,  lawyers,  and  even  one  professional 
librarian.  This  variety  has  been  appropriate  in 
a national  library  whose  intimate  relations  to  the 
Congress  have  given  us  a public  and  democratic 
direction  unique  among  the  national  libraries  of 
the  world. 

In  the  177  years  since  our  founding,  there  have 
been  only  twelve  Librarians.  Our  Library,  with  so 
few  breaks  in  leadership,  has  enjoyed  a continuity 
of  atmosphere  and  of  policy  that  is  rare  in  na- 
tional institutions.  Herbert  Putnam  served  the 
Library  for  forty  years,  John  Silva  Meehan  and 
Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford  each  served  for  more 
than  thirty  years,  and  most  recently  Lawrence 
Quincy  Mumford  served  for  more  than  twenty 
years.  In  our  expanding,  rapidly  changing  na- 
tion, these  extensive  terms  have  also  challenged 
the  ability  of  Librarians  to  meet  changing  needs. 

The  careers  of  these  Librarians  have  spanned 
our  growth  from  a nation  of  recently  liberated 
seaboard  colonies  to  a continent-nation  of  fifty 
states,  from  an  age  when  knowledge  was  diffused 
almost  exclusively  by  manuscript  and  the  printed 
book,  through  the  age  of  the  democratized  news- 
paper, of  the  power  press,  into  the  age  of  photog- 


raphy and  cinematography,  of  recorded  sound, 
of  microfilm  and  microfiche,  of  radio  and  tele- 
vision and  the  computer.  The  responsibilities  of 
the  Library  to  Congress,  our  primary  client,  have 
grown  beyond  the  imaginings  even  of  Thomas 
Jefferson.  Through  a changing  law  of  copyright 
our  responsibilities  to  libraries,  publishers,  au- 
thors, composers,  and  performers  have  widened 
and  multiplied.  The  growth  of  our  nation’s 
schools  and  universities  and  libraries  has  en- 
larged and  transformed  our  opportunities  to  en- 
rich the  whole  nation’s  resources  of  knowledge. 

The  lives  of  the  Librarians,  then,  not  only  re- 
veal to  us  the  role  that  leadership  can  play  in 
developing  a great  institution.  They  also  show  us 
some  of  the  subtle  needs,  the  nuances  of  vision, 
the  traits  of  character  and  of  personality  required 
to  make  this  institution  truly  collaborative.  At 
a time  when  we  give  fresh  attention  to  the 
Library’s  future,  the  careers  of  our  Librarians 
will  help  us  discover  our  traditions.  We  can  dis- 
cover, too,  that  our  greatest  tradition  has  been 
a tradition  of  change,  of  constant  search  for  new 
ways  to  serve  a changing,  increasingly  democratic 
nation. 


Daniel  J.  Boorstin 
The  Librarian  of  Congress 
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J^brarians  o f Congress 


John  Beckley,  1802-1807 
Patrick  Magruder,  1807-1815 
George  Watterston,  1815-1829 
John  Silva  Meehan,  1829-1861 
John  C.  Stephenson,  1861-1864 
Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford,  1864-1897 
John  Russell  Young,  1897-1899 
Herbert  Putnam,  1899-1939 
Archibald  MacLeish,  1939-1944 
Luther  Harris  Evans,  1945-1953 
Lawrence  Quincy  Mumford,  1954-1974 


In  1805  the  House  moved  back  into  its  old  quarters 
temporarily  while  the  permanent  structure  that  would 
form  the  south  wing  of  the  Capitol  was  being  built. 

The  Library,  in  turn,  had  to  move  to  an  adjacent 
committee  room,  which  proved  to  be  woefully 
inadequate.  Benjamin  Latrobe’s  “Plan  of  the  Principal 
Story  of  the  Capitol,  1806”  shows  more  spacious 
quarters  for  the  Library  on  the  west  side  of  the  north 
wing,  which,  according  to  the  surveyor  of  public 
buildings,  was  in  such  a state  of  decay  as  to  be 
dangerous.  Prints  and  Photographs  Division. 


The  Tifst  Librarian  of  Congress 

John  Beckley 


by  Edmund  Berkeley  and  Dorothy  Smith  Berkeley 


The  National  Intelligencer  of  Washington  for 
February  5,  1802,  announced:  “The  President 
of  the  United  States  has  appointed  John  Beckley 
Librarian  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress.”  The 
name  was  a very  familiar  one  at  the  time,  re- 
quiring no  identification.  Since  this  is  not  the 
case  today,  some  account  of  his  career  before 
1802  may  help  to  explain  Jefferson’s  choice  for 
the  first  Librarian.  Beckley’s  librarianship  came 
late  in  his  life,  and  he  is  better  known  by  his- 
torians as  a political  figure.  His  appointment  as 
Librarian  was,  however,  by  no  means  a political 
appointment.  He  was  undoubtedly  the  best  quali- 
fied applicant  for  the  position.  Jefferson  had  a 
very  real  interest  in  and  concern  for  the  Library, 
and  he  was  thoroughly  familiar  with  Beckley’s 
qualifications. 

John  James  Beckley  was  born  in  England,  Au- 
gust 4,  1757.  Little  is  known  of  his  family  or  of 
his  early  education.  Accounts  indicating  he  had 
attended  Eton  are  not  authenticated  and  are 
almost  certainly  erroneous.  It  is  well  established 
that  he  was  sent  to  Virginia  by  the  mercantile 
firm  of  John  Norton  & Son  in  response  to  a re- 
quest for  a scribe.  The  request  had  come  from 
the  elderly  John  Clayton,  clerk  of  court  for  Glou- 
cester County  and  a botanist  well  known  in  Eu- 


ropean scientific  circles.  Beckley  arrived  in  Vir- 
ginia just  before  his  12th  birthday  and  lived  in 
Clayton’s  home  as  a member  of  his  family  for  the 
next  four  years.  Clayton  was  the  grandson  of  one 
of  the  founding  members  of  the  Royal  Society  of 
London.  His  father  had  been  attorney  general  of 
Virginia  when  the  son  became  clerk  of  court  in 
1720.  He  had  inherited  his  father’s  library  and 
had  added  to  it  extensively.  He  was  extremely 
well  qualified  to  guide  the  continuing  education 
of  young  Beckley  and  did  so  with  enthusiasm. 

John  Clayton  died  in  late  December  of  1773. 
Beckley,  who  had  witnessed  his  will,  proved  it  on 
January  6,  1774.  Faced  with  a decision  concern- 
ing his  future,  Beckley  elected  to  remain  in  Vir- 
ginia rather  than  return  to  London.  In  his  close 
association  with  Clayton  he  had  become  ac- 
quainted with  many  of  the  more  influential  mem- 
bers of  the  colony,  and  intelligent,  well-trained 
clerks  were  in  short  supply.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  he  could  support  himself.  Soon  after  Clay- 
ton’s death  he  was  employed  by  Thomas  Adams, 
clerk  of  Henrico  County.  In  February  1775  he 


Edmund  Berkeley  and  Dorothy  Smith  Berkeley  are 
the  authors  of  John  Beckley:  Zealous  Partisan  in  a 
Nation  Divided  (Philadephia:  The  American  Philo- 
sophical Society,  1973). 
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became  clerk  to  the  Henrico  committee  of  safety. 
During  this  pre-Revolutionary  period  a remark- 
able number  of  committees  were  appointed  in 
Virginia,  and  Beckley  served  as  clerk  to  a sur- 
prising number  of  them.  An  ordinance  establish- 
ing a committee  of  safety  for  the  entire  colony  at 
Williamsburg  was  adopted  August  24,  1775.  Soon 
thereafter  Beckley  was  assisting  the  clerk  of  that 
committee.  On  February  7,  1776,  he  was  officially 
appointed  assistant  clerk,  working  with  John 
Tazewell  for  Edmund  Pendleton,  president  of 
the  committee. 

The  functions  of  the  committee  of  safety  came 
to  an  end  with  the  establishment  of  state  govern- 
ment and  the  election  of  Patrick  Henry  as  gov- 
ernor. Beckley  was  employed  to  complete  the 
records  and  journals  and  to  prepare  a detailed 
ledger  of  the  committee’s  accounts.  The  establish- 
ment of  state  government  meant  more  commit- 
tees, and  Beckley  was  soon  appointed  clerk  to 
the  committee  of  trade  and  the  committee  of 
courts  of  justice  and  assistant  clerk  to  the  coun- 
cil of  state.  By  November  1777  he  had  replaced 
John  Pendleton  as  clerk  of  the  Virginia  senate. 
He  was  also  finding  time  to  study  law,  which  he 
may  well  have  begun  in  Clayton’s  library.  It  is 
very  probable  that  he  studied  at  Williamsburg 
with  Edmund  Randolph,  attorney  general  of  the 
new  state,  with  whom  he  was  closely  associated 
throughout  his  life  thereafter.  Randolph  was 
elected  to  the  Continental  Congress  and  resigned 
his  post  as  clerk  of  the  Virginia  House  of  Dele- 
gates in  June  1779.  Beckley  not  only  replaced  him 
in  this  capacity,  but  also  took  over  his  law  prac- 
tice during  his  absence. 

The  Phi  Beta  Kappa  Society  had  its  beginning 
at  the  College  of  William  and  Mary  on  Decem- 
ber 5,  1776,  soon  after  Beckley  came  to  Williams- 
burg. Since  he  was  not  a student  at  the  college, 
Beckley  was  not  eligible  for  membership.  But  on 
December  10,  1778,  the  constitution  of  the  society 
was  broadened  to  permit  the  election  of  non- 
students, and  a few  months  later,  on  April  10, 
1779,  Beckley  was  elected.  Within  a month,  as 
might  have  been  predicted,  he  was  chosen  clerk, 
or  secretary.  He  became  a very  active  member  in 
spite  of  his  many  other  commitments.  The  group, 
at  the  time,  was  a remarkable  one,  including  Wil- 
liam Short,  later  minister  to  Spain,  John  Page, 
later  governor  of  Virginia,  and  John  Brown,  later 
U.S.  Senator  from  Kentucky.  Brown  and  Page 


remained  close  friends  throughout  Beckley’s  life. 
Beckley,  Brown,  and  Short  formed  a committee 
of  three  to  design  a seal  for  the  society.  Beckley 
was  also  one  of  a committee  of  three  who  pre- 
pared resolutions  to  govern  the  expansion  of  the 
society  to  other  areas,  thus  giving  it  its  present 
national  character.  In  his  capacity  as  secretary, 
he  drew  up  the  charters  for  new  chapters  at  both 
Harvard  and  Yale  Universities.  A few  months 
after  his  election  to  Phi  Beta  Kappa,  Beckley  was 
elected  to  the  Williamsburg  Lodge  of  Freemasons. 
Among  the  members  of  the  lodge  were  Edmund 
Randolph,  James  Madison,  James  Monroe,  and 
Henry  Tazewell.  At  about  the  same  time,  Beck- 
ley became  clerk  to  the  high  court  of  chancery 
and  also  to  the  court  of  appeals. 

The  year  1779  was  an  eventful  one  for  Beckley 
in  several  other  respects.  Thomas  Jefferson  was 
elected  governor  in  June  to  succeed  Patrick 
Henry.  Beckley  may  have  known  him  earlier,  but 
certainly  knew  him  well  thereafter.  In  December 
the  general  assembly  decided  to  move  its  meeting 
place  from  Williamsburg  to  Richmond  for  its 
next  meeting  in  the  spring  of  1780.  Also  in  that 
year  his  sister,  Mary  Anne,  came  to  Virginia  with 
Mr.  and  Mrs.  John  Baylor,  who  had  recently 
married  in  London.  Mary  Anne  later  made  her 
home  with  John  in  Richmond  until  she  married 
one  of  his  clerks,  Nathaniel  Gregory. 

The  move  to  Richmond  began  a new  period 
in  Beckley’s  life  in  many  ways.  He  rented  a house 
and  acquired  several  slaves.  He  began  to  practice 
law  on  his  own,  and  he  involved  himself  in  city  af- 
fairs. He  had  not  long  been  settled  at  Richmond 
when  the  arrival  of  Gen.  Benedict  Arnold  with 
a fleet  in  Chesapeake  Bay  made  it  necessary  for 
the  general  assembly  to  remove  itself  and  its  rec- 
ords briefly  from  the  city.  Soon  after  their  return 
a threat  developed  from  General  Cornwallis,  and 
the  assembly  removed  first  to  Charlottesville  and 
then  to  Staunton.  During  these  dangerous  times 
Beckley  was  impressed  by  the  coolness  and  leader- 
ship shown  by  Governor  Jefferson.  He  later  gave 
strong  testimony  to  this  when  political  opponents 
accused  Jefferson  of  cowardice. 

Richmond  was  incorporated  as  a city  in  May 
1782.  In  June  of  that  year  Beckley  purchased  a 
lot  and  thus  became  eligible  to  participate  in 
the  first  city  elections  in  July.  Eight  hundred 
freeholders  of  the  city  elected  12  councilmen  for 
a term  of  three  years,  one  of  whom  was  the  25- 
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year-old  Beckley.  The  councilmen  then  elected 
Dr.  William  Foushee  as  their  mayor  and  Beckley 
as  one  of  four  aldermen.  Another  of  the  aider- 
men  was  Jacquelin  Ambler,  father-in-law  of 
John  Marshall.  (Marshall  later  served  with 
Beckley  as  a councilman.  He  was  also  a Mason 
and  a member  of  Phi  Beta  Kappa,  but  in  spite 
of  all  of  these  associations  Beckley  and  Marshall 
were  never  on  very  cordial  terms.)  Beckley  was 
soon  very  much  involved  in  a multitude  of  prob- 
lems of  a new  city  government.  He  performed  so 
effectively  that  he  was  elected  as  the  second 
mayor  of  the  city  when  he  was  but  26.  He  was 
continuously  active  in  the  city  government  dur- 
ing the  nine  years  he  lived  in  Richmond  and 

three  times  served  as  mavor. 

✓ 

While  the  general  assembly  was  in  Staunton, 
Beckley  was  able  to  visit  Warm  Springs  and  ad- 
jacent areas  of  western  Virginia  after  the  assem- 
bly adjourned.  He  was  tremendously  impressed 
by  the  potential  of  this  little-settled  country  and 
began  to  acquire  land  grants  in  the  region.  He 
became  associated  in  land  speculation  with 
George  Clendinen,  a member  of  the  assembly. 
Glendinen  had  established  himself  on  the  present 
site  of  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  and  named  the  city 
for  his  father.  Beckley’s  interest  in  land  and  in 
western  Virginia  and  Kentucky  increased,  and 
he  was  continuously  involved  with  both  for  the 
rest  of  his  life  though  he  never  lived  in  that  area. 

Although  Beckley’s  early  life  was  spent  in  Vir- 
ginia, he  had  his  eye  on  the  national  scene  on 
which  so  many  of  his  Virginia  friends  were  play- 
ing an  active  part.  His  first  attempt  to  become 
personally  involved  seems  to  have  been  in  April 
1787,  when  he  accompanied  Gov.  Edmund  Ran- 
dolph and  James  Madison  to  Philadelphia  for 
the  revision  of  the  Articles  of  Confederation.  If 
he  hoped  to  become  clerk  of  that  convention,  he 
was  disappointed.  He  did  make  some  useful  ac- 
quaintances, and  the  experience  whetted  his  ap- 
petite for  national  service.  A year  later  he  was 
very  active  in  the  state  convention  for  ratification 
of  the  federal  Constitution.  When  the  elected 
delegates  convened  at  Richmond  in  June,  they 
chose  Edmund  Pendleton  president  and  Beckley 
secretary.  There  followed  the  famous  debates  be- 
tween those  favoring  ratification,  led  by  James 
Madison,  Edmund  Randolph,  and  John  Mar- 
shall, and  the  opponents  led  by  George  Mason, 
Patrick  Henry,  and  William  Grayson.  It  was 


Beckley  who  prepared  the  15  copies  of  the  ratifi- 
cation that  were  to  be  delivered  to  Congress  and 
the  various  states. 

Beckley’s  urge  to  participate  in  the  federal 
government  increased  and  by  1789  had  become 
irresistible.  He  decided  to  make  a determined 
effort  to  be  elected  first  Clerk  of  the  U.S.  House 
of  Representatives.  With  this  in  mind  he  ob- 
tained letters  of  recommendation  from  friends. 
Edmund  Randolph  wrote  to  Caleb  Strong,  of 
Massachusetts,  and  perhaps  to  others,  in  glow- 
ing terms  of  Beckley’s  ability  as  a clerk.  James 
Madison  also  promised  support.  As  an  official 
cover  for  his  trip  to  New  York,  and  perhaps  to 
help  with  expenses,  he  agreed  to  deliver  the  offi- 
cial report  of  Virginia’s  vote  for  the  presidency. 
He  went  nearly  a month  before  the  vote  for  the 
clerkship  would  be  held,  hoping  to  campaign  a 
bit  for  the  office.  He  was  joined  in  New  York 
by  various  old  friends,  including  Madison,  John 
Brown,  John  Page,  and  Alexander  White.  It 
was  well  that  he  had  support,  for  he  had  strong 
competition.  The  first  vote  for  the  clerkship 
resulted  in  a tie,  but  Beckley  won  on  the  second 
ballot. 

Beckley  had  led  an  eventful  life  since  coming 
to  Virginia,  but  now  an  even  more  exciting 
period  began.  He  was  at  first  involved  in  all  of 
the  pomp  and  ceremony  of  Washington’s  in- 
auguration and  the  absurd  arguments  over  mat- 
ters of  titles  and  protocol.  Following  Washing- 
ton’s address  to  the  Congress  and  his  withdrawal 
from  the  Senate  chamber,  it  was  Beckley  who 
read  the  manuscript  of  the  address  to  the  mem- 
bers with  that  clarity  of  enunciation  for  which  he 
was  to  become  famous.  And  then  there  was  the 
activity  of  the  Congress  as  soon  as  the  initial 
formalities  had  been  completed.  Matters  of  crit- 
ical importance  had  to  be  decided,  and  feelings 
were  very  strong  about  many  of  them.  The  most 
controversial  of  these  were  the  financial  questions 
involved  in  funding  the  new  national  government 
and  settling  the  debts  incurred  during  the  Re- 
volution, especially  veterans’  warrants.  Unfor- 
tunately, the  divergent  views  concerning  the  best 
solutions  to  these  problems  tended  to  be  some- 
what regional  in  character.  What  is  more,  the 
potential  for  quick  profits  attracted  speculators 
in  large  numbers,  and  many  members  of  the 
Congress  were  involved  in  speculation.  Not  sur- 
prisingly, feelings  became  very  heated,  and  the 
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Congress  soon  became  distinctly  polarized  on 
these  issues.  The  story  is  much  too  long  to  be  dealt 
with  here,  and  it  has  been  analyzed  thoroughly 
by  many  writers.  It  did,  however,  directly  involve 
Beckley  and  profoundly  influenced  the  remainder 
of  his  life,  so  it  must  be  discussed  in  general  terms 
at  least. 

Alexander  Hamilton,  as  secretary  of  the  treas- 
ury, had  the  direct  responsibility  for  proposing 
financial  measures.  Opposition  to  his  proposals 
was  led  initially  by  James  Madison.  Beckley, 
having  had  considerable  experience  with  ac- 
counts and  financial  matters,  having  served  in 
the  Virginia  militia  as  well  as  the  state  govern- 
ment, and  being  closely  acquainted  with  Madi- 
son, felt  concerned.  As  Clerk  of  the  House, 
perhaps  he  should  have  maintained  a rigid  neu- 
trality regarding  measures  before  the  Congress, 
but  he  never  did.  His  personal  involvement  was 
such  that  Senator  Maclay,  of  Pennsylvania,  no- 
ting in  his  diary  that  he  wished  to  be  associated 
with  the  southern  group  in  Congress,  indicated 
that  the  southern  leaders  were  Madison  and 
Beckley.  Jefferson  was  not  present  during  the 
early  skirmishing.  He  had  been  in  France  and 
expected  to  return  there  when  he  came  home 
in  the  fall  of  1789,  but  Washington  persuaded 
him  to  accept  the  post  of  secretary  of  state. 
Another  Beckley  friend  was  a member  of  the 
cabinet.  Edmund  Randolph  had  become  attorney 
general. 

Soon  after  Jefferson’s  arrival  in  New  York  he 
permitted  Hamilton  to  persuade  him  to  influence 
the  Virginia  group  to  soften  its  opposition  to  his 
proposed  measures  and  break  a deadlock  on  the 
funding  and  assumption  bills.  A compromise  was 
reached — some  said  a “deal”  was  made — where- 
by Alexander  White  and  Richard  Bland  Lee,  of 
Virginia,  would  support  Hamilton’s  measures  in 
return  for  a promise  to  locate  the  permanent  seat 
of  government  on  the  Potomac.  This  was  one  of 
the  few  times  that  Hamilton  and  Jefferson  were 
able  to  reach  agreement,  and  Jefferson  had  rea- 
son to  regret  it. 

For  many  reasons,  social  and  otherwise,  Hamil- 
ton was  rather  closely  associated  with  many  of 
the  individuals  who  were  openly  speculating  in 
the  government  debts  and  who  stood  to  make 
large  sums  if  they  were  able  to  anticipate  what 
measures  Hamilton  would  propose  and  what 
would  be  passed  by  Congress.  There  can  be  no 


doubt  that  some  of  these  men  were  able  to 
obtain  information  before  it  reached  the  gen- 
eral public.  Their  source,  in  many  instances,  was 
apparently  William  Duer,  appointed  assistant 
secretary  by  Hamilton.  Related  to  Mrs.  Hamil- 
ton, Duer  had  been  a member  of  the  old  Board 
of  Treasury.  He  was  closely  associated  with  many 
of  the  leading  financial  entrepreneurs,  including 
Robert  Morris,  William  Constable,  Andrew 
Craigie,  and  Theodosius  Fowler.  The  grave  sus- 
picions that  many  of  Hamilton’s  political  op- 
ponents had  with  regard  to  his  office  were  greatly 
strengthened  later  by  Duer’s  disgrace  and  im- 
prisonment for  debt.  A distrust  of  the  Treasury 
Department  became  widely  held,  and  many, 
including  Beckley,  distrusted  Hamilton  per- 
sonally. From  such  early  beginnings  there  gradu- 
ally evolved  the  Federalist  and  Republican 
Parties,  and  animosity  between  them  became 
extremely  bitter. 

Berkley’s  intense  absorption  in  political  affairs 
was  interrupted  for  a time  when  he  fell  in  love. 
The  young  lady  was  Maria  Prince,  daughter  of 
a retired  New  York  ship  captain  formerly  en- 
gaged in  trade  with  Cayenne.  After  a brief 
courtship  John  and  Maria  were  married  just 
before  Congress  moved  from  New  York  to 
Philadelphia,  They  lived  in  Philadelphia  from 
1791  until  1801.  Although  Beckley  had  become 
acquainted  with  a number  of  New  York  political 
figures,  he  was  not  there  long  enough  to  take  part 
in  either  city  or  state  politics.  At  Philadelphia  he 
played  an  active  role  in  both  and  in  national 
politics  as  well. 

Soon  after  the  move,  Beckley  quite  uninten- 
tionally made  a major  contribution  to  the  party 
split  which  was  evolving.  He  had  obtained  from 
England  the  first  part  of  Thomas  Paine’s  Rights 
of  Man  and  thought  that  it  would,  if  republished, 
prove  a good  antidote  to  John  Adams’  Discourses 
on  Davilla.  The  latter  series  of  essays  seemed  to 
advocate  monarchy,  nobility,  and  aristocracy  and 
had  produced  a storm  of  protest.  Beckley  per- 
suaded Jonathan  Bayard  Smith  to  republish  the 
Rights  but  first  lent  it  to  Madison,  who  in  turn 
lent  it  to  Jefferson.  At  Beckley’s  request  Jefferson 
sent  it  directly  to  Smith  with  an  accompanying 
note  expressing  his  pleasure  that  it  would  be  re- 
printed. Smith  included  Jefferson’s  comments  on 
the  flyleaf  of  the  reprint,  and  it  sold  rapidly,  as 
Smith  had  correctly  surmised  it  might.  John 
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Adams  and  other  Federalists  were  outraged  by 
Jefferson’s  comments  and  a great  commotion 
ensued.  Jefferson  had  not  intended  to  make  a 
public  attack  on  his  friend  John  Adams,  but  all 
attempts  to  explain  the  incident  proved  futile. 

Beckley  was  particularly  delighted  by  an  honor 
which  came  to  him  in  this  year  (1791).  He  was 
elected  to  membership  in  the  American  Philo- 
sophical Society.  He  had  long  known  of  the 
society,  since  John  Clayton  had  been  one  of  the 
early  members.  Political  prominence  was  no  as- 
surance of  election.  Although  Jefferson,  Ran- 
dolph, and  Hamilton  were  already  members, 
John  Adams  was  not  elected  until  two  years  later. 
Meetings  were  held  twice  each  month,  at  which 
papers  were  given.  Since  the  society’s  building 
was  close  to  the  state  house,  Beckley  was  probably 
able  to  enjoy  their  fine  library  at  other  times.  He 
presented  to  the  society  for  its  collections  two 
specimens  of  printing.  Calligraphy  was  one  of  his 
hobbies. 

A new  friendship  developed  for  Beckley  in 
1791  when  he  joined  Madison  and  Henry  Lee 
in  persuading  Philip  Freneau  to  come  to  Phila- 
delphia and  start  publishing  the  National  Ga- 
zette. The  dominant  Philadelphia  paper  at  the 
time  was  John  Fenno’s  Gazette  of  the  United 
States,  and  Fenno’s  views  were  antagonistic  to 
everything  Beckley  and  his  friends  espoused.  Fre- 
neau’s paper  gave  them  a much  needed  public 
voice  for  their  views,  and  they  supported  it  not 
only  with  their  writing  but  also  by  obtaining  sub- 
scriptions in  Philadelphia  and  elsewhere.  Beckley 
maintained  a very  close  association  with  Freneau. 

Soon  after  coming  to  Philadelphia  Beckley 
became  the  close  personal  friend  of  Gen.  William 
Irvine,  of  Carlisle.  How  the  friendship  began  is 
not  known  but  the  two  families  became  very  in- 
timate and  exchanged  long  visits  over  a period 
of  years,  and  the  two  men  carried  on  an  extensive 
correspondence  when  Irvine  was  not  in  Philadel- 
phia. This  was  an  important  friendship  for  Beck- 
ley politically,  since  Irvine  was  a very  active 
figure  in  Pennsylvania  politics.  He  soon  had 
Beckley  equally  involved.  Another  close  personal 
friendship  developed  with  Dr.  Benjamin  Rush. 
Their  political  views  were  congenial,  and  Rush 
was  moderately  active  in  political  matters. 

More  old  friends  from  Virginia  arrived  in 
Philadelphia,  most  importantly  Senators  James 
Monroe  and  Henry  Tazewell.  The  Williamsburg 


Lodge  of  Freemasons  was  now  represented  at 
Philadelphia  by  at  least  five  of  its  members: 
Beckley,  Madison,  Monroe,  Randolph,  and  Taze- 
well. Monroe  and  Beckley  had  long  been  friends 
and  became  even  closer.  Tazewell  made  his  home 
with  the  Beckleys  while  Congress  was  in  session 
and  died  there  in  1799.  With  so  many  close 
friends  in  the  Congress  and  the  Cabinet,  Beckley 
would  have  found  it  extremely  difficult  to  adopt 
a nonpartisan  position  had  he  been  inclined  to  do 
so.  He  had  no  such  inclination.  He  was  ardently 
Republican  in  his  views  and  became  very  active 
in  promoting  Republican  causes  at  all  levels. 
Since  he  maintained  a home  in  Philadelphia 
while  members  of  Congress  were  in  the  city  only 
when  Congress  was  in  session,  it  was  natural  for 
him  to  keep  in  touch  with  many  of  them  by  cor- 
respondence in  their  absence.  He  thus  became  a 
sort  of  clearinghouse  for  information  of  concern 
to  Republicans  from  all  parts  of  the  country  and 
assumed  the  unofficial  role  of  party  chairman. 

Beckley  was  also  a voluminous  writer.  He  be- 
came a frequent  contributor  to  Freneau’s 
Gazette  under  a variety  of  pseudonyms,  includ- 
ing “Mercator,”  “The  Calm  Observer,”  and 
“Timon.”  As  “Mercator”  he  challenged  the 
Treasury  Department’s  claim  that  it  had  reduced 
the  public  debt  by  almost  two  million  dollars. 
He  used  his  ability  with  figures  and  accounts  to 
demonstrate  that  the  debt  had  actually  increased 
by  almost  the  same  amount.  His  attacks  drew  re- 
plies from  Hamilton,  writing  as  “Civis.”  Monroe 
and  Beckley  jointly  published  a pamphlet  (long 
incorrectly  attributed  to  John  Taylor  of  Caro- 
line) entitled  An  Examination  of  the  Late  Pro- 
ceedings in  Congress  Respecting  the  Official  Con- 
duct of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  When 
Monroe  replaced  Gouverneur  Morris  as  minister 
to  France,  Beckley  wrote  to  him  at  length  con- 
cerning political  affairs  at  home.  Monroe  recip- 
rocated with  long  letters  to  Beckley,  copies  of 
which  went  also  to  Jefferson,  Burr,  George  Logan, 
and  Robert  R.  Livingston.  He  suggested  that 
Beckley  and  Logan  publish  these  letters 
anonymously  as  an  antidote  to  European  news 
screened  by  the  British  before  reaching  the 
United  States.  These  were  published  and  had 
political  repercussions. 

Before  Monroe’s  departure  for  France  he  be- 
came involved  in  an  investigation  of  alleged 
speculation  by  Alexander  Hamilton.  The  appar- 
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ent  evidence  had  been  brought  to  the  attention  of 
Congressman  F.  A.  C.  Muhlenberg,  who  asked 
the  assistance  of  Monroe  and  Congressman  Abra- 
ham Venable.  The  three  men  conducted  a quiet 
investigation  and,  finding  the  charges  serious, 
sought  an  explanation  from  Hamilton.  The  evi- 
dence was  all  admitted  to  be  true  by  Hamilton, 
but  he  explained  the  whole  series  of  remarkable 
events  by  admitting  he  was  being  blackmailed  by 
one  James  Reynolds  with  whose  wife  he  had  had 
an  affair.  The  three  investigators  were  reasonably 
convinced  and,  having  had  one  of  Beckley’s  more 
confidential  clerks  prepare  copies  of  all  papers  in- 
volved, as  requested  by  Hamilton,  they  asked 
Beckley  to  keep  the  findings  secret.  The  details  of 
the  probe  into  the  “Reynolds  Affair”  are  con- 
fusing and  lengthy  and  cannot  be  dealt  with 
here.  But  more  will  be  said  about  Beckley’s  con- 
nection with  it  later. 

Beckley’s  antipathy  for  Federalists  and  Federal- 
ist causes  was  greatly  intensified  by  their  treat- 
ment of  Edmund  Randolph.  Randolph,  who  had 
served  briefly  as  an  aide-de-camp  to  Washington 
during  the  Revolution  and  had  played  a very  ac- 
tive part  in  the  early  planning  of  the  new  govern- 
ment, came  to  Washington’s  cabinet  at  consider- 
able financial  sacrifice.  Intensely  loyal  to  Wash- 
ington, he  was  almost  the  only  prominent 
Virginian  in  the  government  who  maintained  a 
genuine  neutrality  between  Republican  and 
Federalist  commitment  and  thereby  endeared 
himself  to  neither  group.  Republicans  regarded 
him  as  something  of  a “trimmer,”  although  none 
questions  his  integrity.  The  Federalists  found 
him  difficult  to  manipulate  and  did  not  like  his 
influence  on  Washington.  When  he  advised 
Washington  against  signing  the  Jay  Treaty  with- 
out further  concessions  by  the  British,  the  Fed- 
eralists and  their  British  friends  determined  to 
destroy  his  influence  with  Washington.  They 
found  a means  of  doing  so  when  the  British  con- 
veniently furnished  Timothy  Pickering  with 
papers  seeming  to  indicate  that  Randolph  had 
accepted  money  from  the  French,  or  had  ex- 
pressed a willingness  to  do  so.  Pickering  and 
Oliver  Wolcott  managed  to  convince  the  Presi- 
dent of  Randolph’s  guilt.  Incredible  as  it  may 
seem,  Washington  signed  the  treaty  without  even 
discussing  with  Randolph  the  charges  against  him 
and  then  demanded  an  explanation  from  Ran- 
dolph in  a full  cabinet  meeting.  Guilty  of  nothing 


other  than  devotion  to  Washington  and  to  the 
best  interests  of  his  country,  Randolph  promptly 
resigned  and  set  about  trying  to  vindicate  him- 
self. It  was  very  difficult  to  do,  and  historians 
have  been  all  too  slow  to  recognize  that  he  was 
totally  innocent  of  any  wrongdoing. 

In  spite  of  divergent  political  views  at  times, 
Beckley  and  Randolph  were  devoted  friends.  He 
was  infuriated  when  he  learned  of  Randolph’s 
treatment.  He  had  known  Washington  a long 
time  and  had  always  referred  to  him  in  respectful 
terms.  He  was  now  completely  disillusioned  and 
convinced  that  Washington  had  become  the  head 
of  a pro-British  faction  in  this  country.  He  had 
been  strongly  opposed  to  the  Jay  Treaty  and  had 
campaigned  vigorously  against  its  passage.  Beck- 
ley retaliated  by  attacking  Oliver  Wolcott  under 
the  pseudonym  of  “The  Calm  Observer.”  He 
accused  Wolcott  of  overpaying  Washington’s  sal- 
ary and  drew  Wolcott  and  Hamilton  into  a pro- 
longed rebuttal  of  his  charges.  In  spite  of  Wol- 
cott’s indignant  denials,  Beckley  was  able  to 
demonstrate  conclusively  that  Washington  had 
repeatedly  overdrawn  his  allowance  by  Congress. 
Many  were  shocked  by  such  an  attack  on  Wash- 
ington but  it  had  the  effect  of  embarrassing  the 
Federalists  in  a number  of  ways, 

Beckley’s  disposition  was  not  improved  when 
he  learned  that  the  Federalists  in  the  cabinet  had 
persuaded  Washington  to  recall  Monroe  from 
Paris  in  August  1796.  It  was  evident  that  Re- 
publicans were  to  be  ousted  from  any  position  of 
prominence  which  the  Federalists  could  attack. 
He  was  inspired  to  assume  a leadership  role  in  the 
forthcoming  national  elections.  Washington’s 
Farewell  Address  was  published  in  mid-Septem- 
ber, and  the  campaigning  to  choose  his  successor 
began  at  once.  This  would  be  the  first  contested 
presidential  election.  The  eventual  candidates 
were  John  Adams  and  Thomas  Pinckney  for  the 
Federalists  and  Jefferson  and  Aaron  Burr  for  the 
Republicans.  It  was  apparent  that  most  of  the 
votes  of  the  northern  states  would  go  to  Adams 
and  that  most  southern  votes  would  go  to  Jeffer- 
son. This  made  clear  the  importance  of  the 
middle  states,  especially  New  York  and  Penn- 
sylvania, Beckley  was  convinced  that  the  Penn- 
sylvania vote  could  be  won  by  the  Republicans, 
and  he  dedicated  himself  to  that  end.  He  was  a 
member  of  a five-man  committee  directing  poli- 
tical strategy  for  the  state,  and  he  acquired  a 
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reputation  as  a vigorous  campaign  manager.  So 
effective  were  his  methods  of  organization  at  the 
grassroots  level  that  the  final  vote  was  Jefferson 
14,  Burr  13,  Pinckney  2,  and  Adams  only  1.  The 
national  vote  went  to  Adams  by  the  narrow  mar- 
gin of  71  to  Jefferson’s  68.  Pinckney  received  59 
and  Burr  30.  The  delivery  of  the  Pennsylvania 
vote  assured  Jefferson  of  the  vice-presidency,  and 
Beckley  had  played  an  important  role  in  its 
delivery. 

The  Federalists  were  well  aware  of  how  nar- 
rowly they  had  averted  the  disaster  of  a Repub- 
lican administration.  The  behind-the-scenes 
maneuvering  which  had  destroyed  the  political 
influence  of  Randolph  and  Monroe  had  been 
successful  and  could  now  be  directed  to  strenorth- 

O 

ening  their  control  of  government  and  the  weak- 
ening of  the  Republican  position  wherever  pos- 
sible. Thus  began  the  era  of  the  Alien  and  Sedi- 
tion Acts  and  all  that  went  with  them.  Repub- 
licans were  embarrassed  and  harassed  in  many 
ways,  and  British  influence  was  strong.  Even  Vice 
President  Jefferson  was  subjected  to  social  ostra- 
cism. It  is  not  surprising  that  Beckley  was  high 
on  the  list  of  politically  active  Republicans  the 
Federalists  would  like  to  depose.  Since  he  held 
elective  office,  he  was  clearly  vulnerable.  He 
was,  obviously,  aware  of  this,  but  since  he  had 
been  consistently  reelected  by  large  margins,  he 
had  felt  comparatively  secure.  He  should  have 
known  better.  Many  of  his  most  active  supporters 
in  Congress  were  prone  to  arrive  at  the  last  min- 
ute for  the  beginning  of  a session.  This  now  pro- 
vided a method  for  attacking  Beckley.  A Federal- 
ist caucus  was  called,  and  it  was  agreed  to 
demand  an  early  vote  for  the  clerkship  and  to 
vote  for  a young  law  student  named  Jonathan 
Williams  Condy.  In  spite  of  many  protests  in  the 
House  they  were  successful  in  demanding  an  im- 
mediate vote  and  Condy  won  by  41-40. 

Republican  outrage  and  Federalist  glee  were 
widely  expressed  in  public  and  in  private.  Beck- 
ley’s  abilities  as  a clerk  were  generally  recognized, 
and  the  purely  political  basis  for  his  removal  was 
beyond  question.  Beckley  could  derive  small  com- 
fort from  the  indignation  of  his  friends.  His  fi- 
nancial situation,  which  had  been  precarious,  was 
suddenly  critical.  Many  people  were  wholly  or 
partially  dependent  upon  him.  His  wife,  her 
mother,  and  her  younger  brother  were  members 
of  his  household.  His  parents  and  an  afflicted 


brother  in  England,  his  sister  and  her  children 
in  Virginia,  another  brother-in-law  and  his  fam- 
ily all  looked  to  him  for  help.  He  had  invested 
all  of  his  savings  in  land  at  various  locations, 
primarily  in  western  Virginia  and  Kentucky.  His 
holdings  were  both  extensive  and  potentially  very 
valuable,  but  his  efforts  to  sell  any  of  the  land 
had  been  frustrating.  He  had  not  developed  a 
law  practice  in  Philadelphia  and  to  do  so  would 
be  difficult.  He  had  also  been  foolish  enough  to 
endorse  notes  for  friends  and  relatives.  The  threat 
of  debtors’  prison  was  both  real  and  frightening. 

There  followed  for  Beckley  the  most  difficult 
period  of  his  life.  Desperate  attempts  to  solve  fi- 
nancial problems  were  just  successful  enough  to 
avoid  debtors’  prison.  He  was  humiliated  at  hav- 
ing to  borrow  money  from  friends,  including 
JefTerson  and  Rush,  not  knowing  when  he  could 
return  it.  His  health  had  always  been  delicate, 
and  his  constant  worry  did  nothing  to  improve 
it.  None  of  this  was  alleviated  by  the  arrogant 
jeers  of  the  Federalist  press  and  their  almost 
complete  dominance  of  the  political  scene.  There 
seemed,  for  a time,  no  way  in  which  he  could 
strike  back  at  his  tormentors,  but  one  means  fi- 
nally suggested  itself.  At  the  time  of  the  Reynolds 
affair,  Monroe  had  asked  him  to  keep  the  records 
of  the  matter,  but  to  keep  them  secret.  He  had 
made  no  commitment  to  do  so  but  had  honored 
the  request.  Now  Beckley  believed  it  was  Hamil- 
ton who  was  directing  the  actions  of  Wolcott, 
Pickering,  and  others  to  bring  about  not  only  his, 
Randolph’s,  and  Monroe’s  political  destruction, 
but  that  of  the  whole  Republican  cause  as  well. 
Although  Hamilton  was  no  longer  in  the  cabinet 
he  was  still  the  symbol  of  Federalism,  and  Beckley 
felt  he  was  fully  justified  in  letting  the  country 
know  what  manner  of  man  was  behind  Federal- 
ist activity.  Monroe  was  returning  from  France 
at  the  time  and  could  not  be  consulted.  Beckley 
alone  made  the  decision  to  publish  the  full  ac- 
count of  the  Reynolds  affair. 

Beckley  persuaded  James  Thomson  Callender 
to  edit  the  papers  relating  to  the  Reynolds  affair 
as  a supplement  to  his  History  of  the  United 
States  for  1796,  published  by  Snowden  & Mc- 
Corkle.  It  reached  the  public  just  as  Monroe 
arrived  from  France  in  late  June  1797  and  had 
even  more  impact  than  Beckley  could  have 
anticipated.  Hamilton  refused  to  believe  that 
Monroe  was  not  involved  in  the  release  of  the 
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papers,  an  error  of  which  many  historians  have 
been  guilty  ever  since,  and  a duel  was  narrowly 
averted  by  the  diplomacy  of  Aaron  Burr.  Mon- 
roe’s conduct  throughout  the  entire  Reynolds 
affair  was  meticulously  honorable,  many  his- 
torians to  the  contrary  notwithstanding.  Hamil- 
ton, to  the  consternation  of  his  friends,  published 
a defense.  He  left  the  public,  as  he  had  left 
Monroe,  Muhlenberg,  and  Venable,  with  a 
choice  of  either  accepting  his  account  that  he 
had  repeatedly  paid  blackmail  to  a man  because 
of  threatened  exposure  of  having  carried  on  an 
affair  with  his  wife  or  of  suspecting  that  he  had 
concocted  the  tale  as  a cover  for  having  actually 
been  guilty  of  speculations.  Mrs.  Reynolds 
steadfastly  denied  the  story,  contending  that  it 
had  been  fabricated  by  Hamilton  and  her  hus- 
band. She  promptly  had  Burr  obtain  a divorce 
for  her. 

Hamilton’s  friends  condemned  the  publica- 
tion of  the  Reynolds  affair  as  mean  and  base, 
with  little  concern  for  the  justification  in  doing 
so.  They  were,  however,  completely  aghast  when 
they  read  his  published  defense.  Friend  and  foe 
alike  were  amazed  that  he  had  confirmed  the 
authenticity  of  Callender’s  account  by  taking  any 
notice  of  it.  Many  agreed  that  he  had  effectively 
put  an  end  to  his  political  ambitions,  which  were 
widely  believed  to  include  the  Presidency.  Beckley 
had  indeed  scored  a direct  hit  on  the  Federalist 
leadership. 

Federalist  domination  of  the  political  scene 
continued  for  several  years,  and  Beckley  failed  in 
his  attempts  to  regain  his  clerkship.  His  financial 
affairs  continued  to  be  critical,  and  he  gave  seri- 
ous thought  to  returning  to  Richmond  or  moving 
to  Kentucky.  Somehow  he  managed  to  survive 
in  Philadelphia,  and  finally  a break  came  in  1800. 
He  worked  hard  for  the  election  of  Thomas 
McKean  as  governor  and  he  was  elected.  Soon 
after  his  election  he  appointed  Beckley  clerk  of 
the  mayor’s  court  for  the  city  of  Philadelphia  and 
clerk  of  the  orphans’  court  for  the  county.  This 
was  indeed  just  retribution.  The  man  removed 
from  office  was  Joseph  Hopkinson,  McKean’s 
nephew  (and,  incidentally,  author  of  the  words 
to  “Hail  Columbia”),  whose  wife  was  Emily 
Mifflin,  daughter  of  the  former  governor,  and 
whose  sister  had  married  Jonathan  Williams 
Gondy,  Beckley’s  replacement  as  Clerk  of  the 
House.  The  combined  salaries  of  the  two  posts 


approximated  Beckley’s  former  salary  as  Clerk, 
of  which  McKean  felt  that  he  had  been  unjustly 
deprived. 

From  Beckley’s  point  of  view  the  tide  was  at 
last  beginning  to  turn.  Although  he  was  serious- 
ly ill  at  the  time,  he  must  have  been  immeasur- 
ably cheered  by  the  political  news.  John  Adams 
had  finally  had  more  than  enough  of  Hamilton’s 
satellites  in  his  cabinet  and  had  disposed  of  both 
James  McHenry  and  Timothy  Pickering.  There 
remained  only  Oliver  Wolcott,  and  the  oppor- 
tunity for  Beckley  to  help  attack  him  again  soon 
presented  itself.  Anthony  Campbell,  a clerk  in  the 
Auditor’s  Office  of  the  Treasury  Department, 
informed  Israel  Israel,  sheriff  of  Philadelphia, 
that  he  had  evidence  of  misuse  of  public  monies 
on  a large  scale.  He  produced  copies  of  the  ac- 
counts of  Pickering,  Jonathan  Dayton,  Speaker 
of  the  House,  and  others,  showing  large  sums 
due  to  the  government.  He  insisted  that  these 
should  be  made  public.  Israel  sought  the  advice 
of  Beckley  and  William  Duane,  who  had  suc- 
ceeded Benjamin  Franklin  Bache  as  editor  of 
the  Aurora.  The  men  were  intrigued  but  they 
were  cautious.  They  wanted  to  see  the  actual 
records  from  which  Campbell  had  obtained  his 
information.  They  must  be  sure  of  the  facts  before 
giving  the  matter  any  publicity.  Campbell  then 
agreed  to  take  the  risk  of  “borrowing”  the  actual 
records  on  a Sunday  morning  for  them  to  ex- 
amine. He  did  so,  and  the  group  spent  the  day 
poring  over  them  and  recording  the  facts.  They 
had  Campbell  return  the  books.  Duane,  with 
assistance  from  Beckley,  then  began  a campaign 
of  heckling  Wolcott  with  pertinent  questions 
about  monies  owed  to  the  government,  which 
Wolcott  found  very  difficult  to  answer.  This  was 
continued  throughout  the  summer.  Wolcott  soon 
realized  that  Duane  had  inside  information  and, 
as  Campbell  fully  expected,  he  lost  his  job.  So, 
too,  did  his  friend  William  P.  Gardner,  who  had 
aided  him.  In  spite  of  Wolcott’s  defenses  it  was  all 
too  apparent  that  some  rather  dubious  account- 
ing practices  had  been  followed  in  the  Treasury 
Department  and  that  considerable  favoritism  had 
been  shown  in  the  collection  of  monies  due.  Pa- 
pers in  other  parts  of  the  country  naturally  picked 
up  this  material  from  the  Aurora  and  added  their 
own  commentary.  Someone  even  suggested  that 
a fire  in  the  Treasury  Department  offices  might  be 
very  convenient.  Since  the  attacks  had  also  in- 
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volved  Wolcott’s  predecessor  in  office,  Hamilton 
considered  suing  Duane,  but  thought  better  of 
it.  The  attack  achieved  its  objective  when  Wol- 
cott submitted  his  resignation  to  take  effect  De- 
cember 31. 

This  was,  of  course,  an  election  year,  and  the 
Republicans  were  delighted  by  any  ammunition 
they  could  use  against  the  Federalists.  Beckley, 
who  was  always  inclined  to  take  an  optimistic 
view,  began  to  see  hope  of  a Republican  victory 
in  November  and  determined  to  do  everything 
within  his  power  to  help  bring  it  about.  He  dug 
out  an  essay  he  had  written  in  1795  dealing  with 
Federalist  attempts  to  establish  a standing  army 
and  sent  it  to  his  friend  Ephraim  Kirby,  in  Con- 
necticut, to  be  republished  as  a pamphlet.  He 
w'orked  closely  with  Mathew  Carey,  Tench  Coxe, 
and  others  in  giving  wide  distribution  to  Repub- 
lican propaganda.  He  devoted  many  hours  to 
writing  a 32-page  Address  to  the  Citizens  of  the 
United  States,  signed  “Americanus,”  in  which 
he  attacked  the  record  of  the  Federalists  and 
refuted  each  charge  they  had  made  against  Jef- 
ferson. He  included  a seven-page  biography  of 
Jefferson,  the  first  ever  published.  Mathew  Carey 
printed  2,000  copies  of  the  first  edition,  and  there 
were  later  editions  published  elsewhere.  In  spite 
of  the  personal  tragedy  of  the  death  of  his  small 
daughter,  Mary,  his  only  child,  he  undertook  a 
series  of  essays  in  the  Aurora,  defending  Jefferson 
from  the  attacks  of  the  clergy. 

Beckley’s  efforts  toward  party  organization  at 
the  grassroots  level  were  so  effective  that  Federal- 
ists accused  the  Republicans  of  establishing 
presses  in  every  town  and  county  in  the  country. 
Beckley  would  have  been  happy  were  it  true.  In 
October  he  somehow  managed  to  obtain  a copy 
of  a pamphlet  written  by  Hamilton,  viciously 
attacking  xA.dams  and  promoting  Pinckney.  It  had 
been  intended  for  secret  distribution  to  certain 
key  Federalists.  Even  before  many  of  them  had 
received  their  copies,  Duane  was  publishing 
choice  excerpts  in  the  Aurora.  Adams  and  his 
many  supporters  were  furious,  and  even  Hamil- 
ton’s friends  were  once  more  astonished.  The 
effect  was  quite  as  sensational  as  Duane  and 
Beckley  had  hoped.  Once  again  Beckley  had 
thwarted  the  political  plans  of  Hamilton,  to  his 
intense  satisfaction.  He  wrote  to  a friend  that 
Hamilton’s  attempts  to  replace  Washington  had 


failed  permanently.  Many  a Federalist  sadly 
agreed. 

The  long-planned  move  of  the  federal  govern- 
ment from  Philadelphia  to  Washington  was  oc- 
curring during  the  fall  of  1800,  with  all  of  the 
confusion  and  problems  which  might  have  been 
expected.  Records  and  papers  were  stored  in 
temporary  quarters  at  Washington,  pending  com- 
pletion of  permanent  depositories.  On  Novem- 
ber 12th  a fire  occurred  in  the  quarters  of  the  War 
Department.  Duane  and  others  of  the  Republican 
press  immediately  suggested  that  it  conveniently 
prevented  scrutiny  of  the  records  by  the  Republi- 
can administration  which  would  be  coming  in. 
They  were  not  really  as  optimistic  as  they  at- 
tempted to  sound.  There  were  strong  indications 
that  the  election  would  be  close.  Beckley  and  his 
friends  had  felt  sure  that  they  could  deliver  all 
15  Pennsylvania  votes  for  Jefferson,  but  they 
were  outmaneuvered  by  the  state  senate  and  had 
to  settle  for  eight.  The  national  vote  ended  in  a 
73-73  tie  between  Burr  and  Jefferson,  with  65 
for  Adams,  64  for  Pinckney,  and  one  for  Jay. 
Republicans  of  Philadelphia  were  summoned  by 
Beckley  to  a meeting  on  December  19th  to  plan 
a public  festival.  They  held  it  on  January  3d  at 
the  “Sign  of  the  Green  Tree.” 

The  tie  vote  between  Jefferson  and  Burr  could 
not  be  resolved  until  Congress  officially  recorded 
the  vote  in  February.  On  January  20th  a 
second  fire  broke  out,  this  time  in  the  house 
rented  by  the  Treasury  Department.  Any  doubt 
which  many  Republicans  had  about  the  earlier 
fire  at  the  War  Department  was  fully  erased  by 
the  second,  and  the  Republican  press  loudly 
proclaimed  that  both  fires  had  been  set.  A few  of 
the  more  moderate  Republicans  were  still  pre- 
pared to  give  the  Federalists  the  benefit  of  the 
doubt,  but  Beckley  was  not  among  them.  The 
House  of  Representatives  appointed  a committee 
to  investigate  the  fires.  It  reached  no  definite 
conclusions  about  either  fire,  but  it  received  quite 
a bit  of  evidence  suggesting  that  the  second  one 
had  been  set.  The  fact  that  Samuel  Dexter,  sec- 
retary of  war,  was  temporarily  in  charge  of  the 
Treasury  Department  complicated  matters.  Wol- 
cott’s resignation  had  become  effective,  but  he 
was  present  at  the  fire  and  was  accused  of  try- 
ing to  save  only  his  own  papers.  Dexter  was 
eventually  sued  by  the  owner  of  the  house,  who 
implied  that  Wolcott  had  set  the  fire.  Wolcott  re- 
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turned  to  Washington  from  Albany  for  the  trial 
and  made  a convincing  defense  against  all 
charges. 

Congress  met  on  February  11  to  decide  the  tie 
between  Burr  and  Jefferson.  Seven  days  later 
Jefferson  won  on  the  36th  ballot.  It  had  been  a 
tense  and  trying  week,  with  talk  of  naming  an 
interim  President  and  threats  of  armed  resist- 
ance to  any  attempt  at  usurpation.  The  reaction 
to  the  final  decision  was  wild  celebration  by 
Republicans  in  all  parts  of  the  country.  They 
had  gone  a long  time  without  a major  victory, 
and  they  had  been  subjected  to  every  conceivable 
indignity  by  the  Federalists  during  the  Adams’ 
administration.  Few  today  realize  that  Repub- 
licans regarded  this  period  when  the  Alien  and 
Sedition  Acts  were  in  effect  as  a “reign  of  terror” 
and  were  genuinely  afraid  to  make  critical  re- 
marks in  public  or  even  in  their  private  corres- 
pondence. It  is  not  surprising  that  they  celebrated. 
At  Philadelphia  one  observer  said  that  the  bed- 
lam was  so  continuous  that  he  could  not  read 
a paper  for  three  days.  A grand  “jubilee”  was 
planned  for  March  4th,  at  which  the  “Ciceronian 
Beckley”  would  be  the  orator. 

With  the  end  of  the  hated  Federalist  domina- 
tion, Republicans  who  had  worked  hard  for  their 
overthrow  awaited  Jefferson’s  appointments  with 
interest.  Few  Republicans  had  held  any  public 
office  under  the  earlier  regimes.  In  fact,  Adams 
had  even  made  a number  of  last  minute  appoint- 
ments before  leaving  office.  Now  at  last  the  Re- 
publicans would  have  their  turn.  Few,  if  any,  had 
worked  harder  than  Beckley,  and  few  had  suf- 
fered more  from  loss  of  office.  Surely  he  would 
be  among  the  first  to  be  rewarded.  Jefferson  was 
inundated  with  requests  for  appointment  and 
letters  of  recommendation  of  friends.  He  was, 
however,  reluctant  to  make  appointments  except 
where  vacancies  existed.  He  did  remove  from 
office  those  who  had  received  “midnight  appoint- 
ments” from  Adams.  By  July  the  outrage  in  the 
Republican  press  became  so  loud  that  he  modified 
his  stand  and  conceded  that  office  holding  should 
be  equalized  between  the  two  parties.  Slowly  he 
removed  from  office  any  Federalist  against  whom 
any  serious  charges  could  be  maintained.  Many 
people  sought  Beckley’s  recommendation  for  ap- 
pointment, and  he  wrote  numerous  letters  for 
them.  He  was  also  consulted  by  cabinet  members 
and  others  about  the  advisability  of  certain  ap- 


pointments. He  made  no  written  application  on 
his  own  behalf.  His  friends  began  to  be  con- 
cerned. Monroe  wrote  to  Jefferson  about  him. 
Governor  McKean  wrote  on  behalf  of  both  Beck- 
ley and  Tench  Goxe,  indicating  he  had  done  all 
he  could  for  them.  Jefferson  replied  that  he 
shared  McKean’s  concern  but  could  see  no  im- 
mediate hope  of  a place  for  either  of  them.  In 
October  Jefferson  wrote  to  Beckley  that  he  as- 
sumed he  would  be  reelected  to  his  clerkship  of 
the  House  and  asked  him  to  appoint  one  Samuel 
Hanson  as  an  engrossing  clerk.  Beckley  has  left 
no  written  comment  concerning  Jefferson’s 
treatment  of  him,  but  his  son  wrote  many  years 
later  that  Beckley  had  told  his  intimate  friends 
that  he  thought  Jefferson  had  failed  him.^ 

Beckley  was  again  called  upon  to  deliver  an 
oration  at  the  Fourth  of  July  celebration  in  Phila- 
delphia. Soon  afterward  Samuel  Otis  heard  a 
rumor  that  Beckley  was  seeking  to  replace  him 
as  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  which  may  or  may 
not  have  been  true.  Beckley  was  busily  involved 
in  local  Philadelphia  politics  at  the  time  and 
with  sundry  legal  matters,  but  he  did  visit  Wash- 
ington in  November,  and  William  Duane  is  said 
to  have  promised  Otis  to  help  him  keep  his  post 
in  return  for  receiving  Senate  printing.  Be  this 
as  it  may,  Otis  did  retain  his  office,  and  Beckley 
was  reelected  Clerk  of  the  House  on  December  7, 
1801. 

When  the  Beckleys  first  came  to  Washington 
to  live,  they  boarded  in  the  home  of  Louis  Andre 
Pichon,  French  charge  d’affaires,  but  they  soon 
leased  a house  on  Capitol  Hill,  at  Delaware  Ave- 
nue, between  B and  C Streets.  Life  in  the  newly 
created  city  must  have  seemed  a bit  strange  after 
New  York  and  Philadelphia,  but  many  old 
friends  had  also  made  the  move.  Their  social 
activities  were  rather  restricted  at  first,  because 
John  was  on  crutches,  suffering  from  gout  and 
leg  ulcers,  and  Maria  was  pregnant.  A son,  Al- 
fred, was  born  on  May  26,  1802.  They  had  lost 
several  children  and  onlv  Alfred  survived. 

On  the  same  day  Beckley  was  reelected  as 
Clerk,  the  House  acted  on  another  matter  of 
concern  to  him,  namely,  the  question  of  a con- 
gressional library.  This  was  by  no  means  a new 
idea  but  had  been  considered  off  and  on  for  20 
years.  In  1782  the  Continental  Congress  had  ap- 
pointed a committee  to  study  the  proposal.  Its 
members  included  James  Madison  and  Theodo- 
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rick  Bland,  of  Virginia,  Dr.  Hugh  Williamson,  of 
North  Carolina,  and  Thomas  Mifflin  and  James 
Wilson,  of  Pennsylvania.  The  committee  pre- 
pared an  impressive  list  of  suggested  books.  It 
was  a rather  complete  Americana  for  the  period, 
with  the  exception  of  scientific  works,  including 
books  by  Cadwallader  Golden,  John  Lawson, 
Robert  Beverley,  John  Brickell,  and  others.  In 
addition  there  were  volumes  on  European, 
Chinese,  and  ancient  history,  geography,  treaties, 
international  law,  and  languages,  as  well  as  en- 
cyclopedias. A formal  resolution  that  Congress 
establish  its  own  library  was  presented  by  Bland, 
for  the  committee,  but  failed  to  pass.  The  prob- 
able reason  for  the  failure  was  the  availability  of 
the  facilities  of  the  Library  Company  of  Phila- 
delphia, which  had  been  founded  in  1729  and 
owned  something  over  7,000  volumes. 

Shortly  after  the  first  U.S.  Congress  convened 
in  New  York  in  1789,  the  library  question  came 
up  again.  A committee  made  up  of  Elbridge 
Gerry,  of  Massachusetts,  Alexander  White,  of 
Virginia,  and  Aedanus  Burke,  of  South  Carolina 
was  appointed  to  investigate  the  subject.  They 
drew  up  a list  of  books  they  considered  necessary 
for  the  use  of  the  Congress.  Ten  months  later 
Gerry  reported  for  the  committee  a recommenda- 
tion that  they  make  an  initial  investment  of 
$1,000,  to  be  followed  by  annual  expenditures 
of  $500,  to  purchase  an  extensive  list  of  volumes 
on  state  laws,  laws  of  European  nations,  treatises 
on  diplomacy,  parliamentary  procedure,  and 
other  such  subjects.  Congress  passed  this  resolu- 
tion but  did  not  implement  it.  Evidently  the  fine 
library  of  the  New  York  Society  proved  adequate 
for  their  needs  during  the  short  time  they  re- 
mained in  New  York,  and  when  they  moved 
back  to  Philadelphia,  again  the  Library  Company 
of  Philadelphia  seem.s  to  have  provided  for  them. 
They  did,  from  time  to  time,  add  to  their  own 
limited  holdings  by  the  purchase  of  such  treatises 
as  Blackstone’s  Commentaries  and  Vattel’s  The 
Law  of  Nature  and  Nations.  In  a more  frivolous 
mood  they  even  acquired  Bums’  poems.  Rush’s 
dissertation  on  yellow  fever  was  probably  pur- 
chased in  response  to  the  frightful  epidemic  of 
that  dread  disease  v/hich  took  the  lives  of  4,000 
citizens  of  Philadelphia  in  1793.  In  1802  Con- 
gress owned  only  243  volumes,  which  were  in 
the  care  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  and  the 
Clerk  of  the  House.  Beckley  had  had  experience 


with  this  sort  of  library  when  he  had  been  re- 
sponsible for  books  and  documents  as  clerk  of 
the  Virginia  senate. 

When  the  long-planned  move  to  Washington 
became  imminent,  the  Congress  could  no  longer 
evade  the  issue  of  establishing  its  own  library  on 
a larger  scale.  The  Capital  City  was  new  and 
afforded  few  amenities,  and  these  did  not  include 
a library.  On  April  24,  1800,  a bill  was  passed 
dealing  with  various  problems  connected  with  the 
removal  from  Philadelphia.  One  of  its  provisions 
dealt  with  the  library  question.  Five  thousand 
dollars  was  to  be  expended  on  books  and  furnish- 
ings to  be  purchased  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Sen- 
ate and  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  as  ordered  by  a 
joint  committee.  Senate  members  appointed  to 
the  committee  were  Samuel  Dexter,  of  Massachu- 
setts, William  Bingham,  of  Pennsylvania,  and 
Wilson  Cary  Nicholas,  of  Virginia.  Qualifications 
of  the  Plouse  committee  members  were  analyzed 
by  Beckley’s  friend  William  Duane,  no  doubt  to 
the  delight  of  the  readers  of  his  Aurora  (May  10, 
1800)  : Robert  Wain,  of  Pennsylvania,  whose 
gift,  said  Duane,  was  the  “study  of  bills  of  ex- 
change, invoices  and  policies  of  insurance” ; Vir- 
ginia’s Thomas  Evans,  “a  heavy  plodding  at- 
torney who  has  no  doubt  had  great  reading  in 
cases  in  poinf^;  and  Leven  Powell,  who  “has 
read  Fisher’s  Arithmetic,  Starke’s  Virginia  Jus- 
tice, and  such  other  books  as  enabled  him  to  fill 
with  becoming  dignity  the  important  office  of 
deputy  sheriff,  of  the  county  of  Loudon,  in  Vir- 
ginia.” In  further  lese  majesty  Duane  suggested 
that  the  Library  be  decorated  with  numerous 
mirrors  and  paintings  of  royalty  and  that  its  books 
include  15  volumes  by  “Porcupine” ; ^^The  Bloody 
Buoy  & Cannibal  Progress  for  such  members  as 
are  troubled  with  weak  nerves”;  Swift’s  “Art  of 
political  lying,  and  his  tale  of  a tub^ — for  the  use  of 
Mr.  Pickering”;  Machiavelli  for  Dexter  “to  be 
occasionally  loaned  to  Liston”;  and  ^‘The  Cuck- 
old’s Chronicle  for  the  use  of  General  Hamilton.” 
In  spite  of  Duane’s  opinion  of  their  abilities,  the 
committee  came  up  with  a very  respectable  list 
of  152  works,  totaling  740  volumes,  at  an  esti- 
mated cost  of  just  under  £500.  These  were  duly 
ordered  from  Gadell  & Davies,  of  London,  who 
had  to  supply  many  secondhand  books  for  those 
out  of  print.  They  were  shipped  on  December  9, 
1800,  and  arrived  in  Baltimore  in  mid- April. 
They  finally  reached  Georgetown  in  early  May 
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and  were  temporarily  stored,  unopened,  in  the 
office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate. 

The  books  had  at  last  arrived,  but  no  regula- 
tions had  been  established  for  the  operation  of  the 
Library,  It  was  the  appointment  of  a joint  com- 
mittee to  draw  up  regulations  and  make  other 
provisions  for  the  operation  of  the  Library  that 
occurred  on  December  7,  1801,  the  day  of  Beck- 
ley’s  reelection  as  Clerk.  The  report  of  the  com- 
mittee, written  by  John  Randolph,  was  presented 
two  weeks  later.  It  recommended  that  the  room 
first  occupied  by  the  House,  but  which  they  had 
vacated,  be  converted  for  the  use  of  the  Library. 
This  was  a large  and  airy  room,  86  feet  long  by 
35  feet  wide,  with  a 36-foot  ceiling,  and  well 
lighted  with  two  rows  of  windows.  The  report 
went  further  into  elaborate  detail  on  every  facet 
of  Library  procedure.  It  specified  that  books,  care- 
fully numbered  and  labeled,  should  be  placed  “in 
portable  cases  with  handles  to  them  for  the  pur- 
pose of  easy  removal,  with  wire  netting  doors,  and 
locks.”  In  view  of  the  two  recent  Washington 
fires,  this  would  seem  to  have  been  a wise  precau- 
tion. The  existing  libraries  of  the  House  and  Sen- 
ate were  to  be  combined  with  the  newly  pur- 
chased volumes.  The  Secretary  and  the  Clerk 
should  oversee  all  arrangements  in  placing  these, 
hanging  the  maps,  and  in  ordering  the  necessary 
furniture.  They  should  also  have  printed  catalogs 
prepared,  showing  the  number  of  each  book  and 
map,  and  should  order  book  withdrawal  slips 
printed,  whose  form  the  report  designated.  No 
more  than  two  books  could  be  withdrawn  by  a 
member  at  one  time.  Folios  were  to  be  returned 
within  eight  days,  octavos  and  duodecimos  in  six. 
The  Library  would  be  open  daily,  except  Sunday, 
from  1 1 a.m.  to  3 p.m.  For  the  time  being  it  would 
be  presided  over  by  the  Secretary  or  the  Clerk, 
or  “some  proper  person  for  whose  conduct  they 
shall  be  responsible.”  At  the  beginning  of  each 
session  of  Congress  they  would  give  a report  of 
the  state  of  the  library,  including  expenses  and 
fines  collected.  In  the  meantime,  the  Secretary 
was  directed  to  sell  the  hair  trunks  in  which  the 
books  had  been  shipped  from  London  and  to 
render  a statement  of  account. 

While  the  above  committee  report  provided  for 
the  Library  to  be  presided  over  by  either  the  Sec- 
retary or  the  Clerk  for  the  time  being,  the  act, 
when  passed,  provided  for  a permanent  Librar- 
ian. He  was  to  be  paid  not  over  two  dollars  for 


each  day  of  attendance,  and  he  would  be  required 
to  post  bond  to  ensure  the  safety  of  the  Library 
furnishings.  Randolph  moved  to  strike  out  one 
provision  of  the  bill  which  would  have  permitted 
use  of  the  Library  by  heads  of  departments,  mem- 
bers of  the  Supreme  Court,  and  foreign  ministers. 
This  motion  was  approved  and  the  bill  passed.  It 
was  signed  by  Jefferson  on  January  26,  1802. 

Although  the  salary  specified  for  the  Librarian 
of  Congress  was  not  exactly  impressive,  there 
were  many  applicants  for  the  post.  A number  of 
them  evidently  believed  they  could  use  it  to  sup- 
plement income  from  some  other  source.  On  the 
day  following  the  joint  committee’s  first  meeting, 
John  McDonald,  “late  of  Philadelphia,”  applied. 
On  January  15  Augustus  Woodward  wrote  to  Jef- 
ferson recommending  William  O’Neal.  On  the 
following  day  Dr.  Richard  Dinsmore  applied  for 
the  position  and  was  recommended  by  Stevens 
Thomson  Mason.  Madison  and  Gallatin  were 
named  as  references  by  Edward  Nicholls,  a Mary- 
land lawyer  serving  as  a clerk  in  the  Treasury  De- 
partment. A letter  of  application  from  Thomas 
Claxton  makes  mention  of  the  large  number  of 
applicants.  Among  the  many  was  a clerk  in  Beck- 
ley’s  office,  Josias  Wilson  King.  When  the  Fed- 
eralists replaced  Beckley  with  Condy  as  Clerk  of 
the  House,  Condy  appointed  King  as  his.  principal 
clerk.  Somewhat  surprisingly,  Beckley  retained 
King  but  appointed  his  old  friend  William  Lam- 
bert as  chief  clerk.  This  meant  a smaller  salary 
for  King,  which  he  hoped  to  augment  with  the 
pay  as  Librarian.  When  he  had  completed  en- 
rolling the  Library  bill  on  January  21,  King  wrote 
to  Jefferson,  seeking  the  appointment  and  stat- 
ing that  he  had  obtained  Beckley’s  permission  to 
apply.  There  is  no  way  of  knowing  whether  or  not 
Beckley  had  also  informed  him  that  he  had  al- 
ready approached  his  friend  Judge  Levi  Lincoln, 
U.S.  attorney  general,  about  his  own  interest  in 
the  position.  Lincoln  had  told  him  that  he  would 
speak  to  Madison  about  it,  but  after  learning  of 
King’s  application  Beckley  wrote  to  Madison 
directly. 

When  Jefferson  appointed  Beckley  Librarian, 
he  added  measurably  to  an  already  heavy  load 
of  duties  and  responsibilities.  It  was  rather  gen- 
erally recognized  that  the  duties  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  House  were  more  burdensome  than  those  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate.  This  was  the  reason 
for  the  belief  of  many  that  Beckley  coveted  Otis’s 
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position.  As  early  as  the  first  session  of  Congress, 
Senator  Maclay,  of  Pennsylvania,  had  noted  in 
his  diary  that  Beckley’s  goal  was  to  be  Secretary 
of  the  Senate.  From  time  to  time  afterwards  the 
word  went  around  that  Beckley  would  try  to  oust 
Otis.  Many  years  earlier  Beckley  had  replied  to 
charges  that  he  was  overpaid  as  clerk  of  the 
Virginia  house  with  a detailed  description  of 
those  duties.  They  read  like  a very  full-time  job, 
indeed,  and  were  certainly  no  less  so  in  the  U.S. 
House.  As  Librarian  he  would  not  be  much  con- 
cerned with  the  checking  in  and  out  of  books,  al- 
though he  might  do  some.  This  part  of  the  work 
would  be  done  primarily  by  one  of  his  many 
clerks.  There  would  be  a variety  of  time-con- 
suming collateral  duties,  including  lengthy  meet- 
ings with  congressional  committees.  One  of  the 
first  such  duties  came  when  the  committee  asked 
him  to  determine  how  much  of  the  original  ap- 
propriation remained  unspent,  so  that  they  might 
order  additional  books.  When  he  investigated 
this,  he  discovered  that  there  had  been  no  state- 
ment of  account  rendered  covering  the  books 
ordered  from  England. 

Knowing  Jefferson’s  deep  interest  in  the 
Library,  Senator  Abraham  Baldwin,  a member  of 
the  joint  congressional  library  committee,  asked 
his  advice  concerning  the  purchase  of  additional 
books.  On  April  14,  1802,  Jefferson  replied: 

I have  prepared  a catalogue  for  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress in  conformity  with  your  ideas  that  books  of  enter- 
tainment are  not  within  the  scope  of  it,  and  that  books 
in  other  languages,  where  there  are  not  translations  of 
them,  are  to  be  admitted  freely.  I have  confined  the 
catalogue  to  those  branches,  of  science  which  belong 
to  the  deliberations  of  the  members  as  statesmen,  and 
in  these  have  omitted  those  desirable  books,  ancient  and 
modern,  which  gentlemen  generally  have  in  their  private 
libraries,  but  which  cannot  properly  claim  a place  in 
a collection  made  merely  for  the  purposes  of  reference. 

In  history  I have  confined  the  histories  to  the  chrono- 
logical works  which  give  facts  and  dates  with  a minute- 
ness not  to  be  found  in  narrations  composed  for  agree- 
able reading.  Under  the  laws  of  nature  and  nations  I 
have  put  down  everything  I know  of  worth  possessing, 
because  this  is  a branch  of  science  often  under  the  dis- 
cussion of  Congress,  and  the  books  written  on  it  not  to 
be  found  in  private  libraries.  In  law  I set  down  only 
general  treatises  for  the  purpose  of  reference.  The  dis- 
cussions under  this  head  in  Congress  are  rarely  so 
minute  as  to  require  or  admit  that  reports  and  special 
treatises  should  be  introduced.  The  Parliamentary 
section  I have  imagined  should  be  complete.  It  is  only 
by  having  a law  of  proceeding,  and  by  every  member 
having  the  means  of  understanding  it  for  himself  and 


appealing  to  it,  that  he  can  be  protected  against  caprice 
and  despotism  in  the  chair.  The  two  great  encyclopedias 
form  a complete  supplement  for  the  sciences  omitted  in 
the  general  collection,  should  occasion  happen  to  arise 
for  recurring  to  them.  I have  added  a set  of  dictionar- 
ies in  the  different  languages,  which  may  be  often 
wanting.  This  catalogue,  combined  with  what  you  may 
approve  in  those  offered  by  others,  will  enable  you  to 
form  your  general  plan  and  to  select  from  it  every 
year  to  the  amount  of  the  annual  fund  of  those  most 
wanting.  . . 

Early  in  July,  Beckley  was  able  to  send  a state- 
ment of  the  unexpended  appropriation 
($2,480.83)  to  Jeflferson  and  to  the  committee. 
In  his  letter  to  Jefferson  he  suggested  that  the 
works  of  naturalists  Georges  Buffon  and  Mark 
Catesby  be  added  to  the  Library.  Surprisingly,  he 
referred  to  Catesby  as  an  American  author.  As 
Clayton’s  former  scribe  he  should  certainly  have 
known  that  Catesby  was  English  since  Clayton 
had  frequently  sent  specimens  to  Catesby  in  Lon- 
don. Beckley’s  servant,  who  brought  the  letter  to 
Jefferson,  also  presented  him  with  the  House 
journals  he  had  requested  for  Caesar  Augustus 
Rodney.  The  latter,  a Delaware  Republican,  was 
challenging  James  A.  Bayard  for  his  congressional 
seat.  Beckley  also  wrote  Jefferson  that  when  Rod- 
ney came  to  the  city  he  would  make  all  of  the 
newspaper  files  and  printed  documents  avail- 
able to  him.  On  July  16th  Jefferson  notified  Beck- 
ley that  he  had  ordered  700  volumes  approved  by 
the  committee  for  the  Library.  Six  new  presses, 
each  four  feet  wide,  would  be  needed  to  accom- 
modate them. 

Throughout  the  summer  Beckley’s  ill  health 
continued  unabated.  By  late  August  he  decided 
that  only  a cure  at  Virginia’s  sulfur  springs  could 
help  him.  Jefferson  invited  him  to  visit  at  Mon- 
ticello  for  as  long  as  he  cared  to  stay,  thinking  he 
was  going  to  the  Augusta  springs.  He  went  in- 
stead to  Berkeley  Springs,  near  Martinsburg,  a 
much  easier  trip.  He  spent  September  and  Oc- 
tober there  during  the  congressional  recess,  re- 
turning home  almost  completely  recovered.  There 
he  found  that  his  old  friend  and  family  doctor, 
Benjamin  Rush,  had  sent  copies  of  six  of  his  lec- 
tures. In  thanking  him  he  started  what  amounted 
to  a new  Library  policy.  He  wrote  that  he  hoped 
Rush  would  send  him  copies  of  all  of  his  publica- 
tions “that  I may  place  them,  where  they  so  de- 
servedly merit  to  be,  on  the  first  shelf  appropri- 
ated, in  our  Congressional  Library  to  works  of 
Ethics  and  Philosophy.”  ^ From  this  time  on  he 
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lost  few  opportunities  to  encourage  authors  to 
donate  their  writings  to  the  Library.  Some  months 
later,  on  February  13,  1803,  his  friend  Samuel 
Harrison  Smith,  editor  of  the  National  Intelli- 
gencer, noted  that  the  Library  “already  embraces 
near  fifteen  hundred  volumes  of  the  most  rare 
and  valuable  works  in  different  languages.  We 
observe  with  pleasure  that  authors  and  editors  of 
books,  maps,  and  charts  begin  to  find  that,  by 
placing  a copy  of  their  works  on  the  shelves  of  this 
institution,  they  do  more  to  diffuse  a knowledge 
of  them  than  is  generally  accomplished  by  cata- 
logues and  advertisements.” 

Some  years  later  Beckley  evidently  prompted 
Smith  to  repeat  this  advice  for,  on  April  11,  1806, 
he  again  wrote  in  the  Intelligencer : 

It  is  worthy  of  the  consideration  of  the  authors  and 
publishers  of  books  in  the  United  States,  whether  it 
would  not  be  well  worth  their  while  to  send  copies 
to  the  keeper  of  the  Congressional  Library;  By  deposit- 
ing their  works  in  that  collection,  they  will  be  seen 
and  perused  by  gentlemen  of  distinction  from  all  parts 
of  the  United  States.  The  fame  and  emolument  of 
the  writers  and  proprietors  of  printed  books  can  per- 
haps be  promoted  in  no  manner  more  effectually  than 
by  placing  copies  of  them  in  this  growing  collection. 
It  will  be  a publication  of  them  to  all  the  states  and 
territories,  in  some  respects  more  effectually  than  by 
advertisements  in  the  newspapers,  and  by  the  distribu- 
tion of  catalogues.  Gentlemen  desirous  of  having  their 
publications  exhibited  in  this  public  and  conspicuous 
place,  may  forward  them,  to  Mr.  Beckley  the  librarian, 
who  will  thankfully  receive,  and  carefuly  preserve  them, 
for  the  use  of  the  Representative  Bodies  of  the  Amer- 
ican nation. 

One  of  the  first  Library  matters  to  concern 
Beckley  was  the  publication  of  a catalog  of  Li- 
brary holdings  as  directed  by  the  Congress.  He 
prepared  one  and  had  it  printed  by  William 
Duane  in  April  1802.  It  gave  the  number  assigned 
to  the  work,  the  title,  the  number  of  volumes,  the 
dollar  value  of  the  set  “as  near  as  can  be  esti- 
mated” and  that  of  the  individual  book.  There 
were  212  folios,  164  quartos,  581  octavos,  and  7 
duodecimos,  making  a total  of  964  volumes. 
There  were  also  nine  maps  and  charts.  A 2^2- 
page  supplement  was  published  in  October  1803, 
printed  by  James  B.  Westcott.  A second  catalog, 
13/2  pages  long,  appeared  in  1804,  with  no 
printer’s  name  mentioned.  The  “Record  of  Books 
Drawn — 1800-1802,”  in  manuscript,  is  still  pre- 
served in  the  Library. 

Library  accounts  continued  to  pose  a problem 
for  some  time.  When  Jefferson  placed  the  second 
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CATALOGUE. 


N°. 

' ■ 

FOLIO’S. 

No.  of 
Vols, 

Value,  as  near  as 
can  be  estimated. 

WHOLE 

EACH 

SET. 

BOOK. 

Dollars. 

Dollars. 

1 

Fathers  Paul’s  Council  of  Trent, 

1 

4 

2 

Blair’s  Chronology,  { not  to  issue,  J 

1 

35 

3 

Helvkus’s  Chronolo^cal  Tables,  - 

1 

3 

4 

Booth’s  Diodorus  Siculus,  - - - 

1 

10 

S 

Appian’s  History  of  the  Civil  Wars 

of  the  Romans,  ----- 

1 

4 

6 

Machiavel’s  Florentine  History,  - 

1 

3 

7 

Duncan’s  Cssar,  ------ 

1 

32 

8 

Du  Haiede’s  History  of  China, 

2 

24 

12 

10 

De  Soli’s  Conquest  of  Mexico, 

1 

4 

11 

Bapin’s  History  of  England,  - - 

5 

50 

10 

16 

Lord  Heihert’s  Life  of  Henry  VIII. 

1 

2 

17 

Bushworth’s  Historical  CoBections, 

8 

24 

3 

25 

Lord  Clarendon’s  History  of  the  Re- 

hellion,  « - - --  --  - 

4 

24 

6 

29 

Guthrie’s  Geography,  - - - - 

1 

13 

30 

Bayle’s  Dictionary,  ----- 

5 

30 

6 

35 

Postlewayte’s  Didtionaryof  Commerce, 

2 

24 

12 

37 

Beawes’  Lex  Mercatoria,  - - . 

1 

12 

38 

DomaPs  Civil  Law,  ----- 

2 

12 

6 

40 

Grotius,  by  Barbeyrac,  « - - - 

1 

14 

41 

Puffendoif,  by  dkrx>,  ----- 

1 

24 

42 

Sidney  on  Government,  - - - - 

1 

10 

43 

Bacon’s  Works,  - ----- 

5 

55 

11 

Catalogue  of  Books,  Maps,  and  Charts,  Belonging  to 
the  Library  of  the  Two  Houses  of  Congress  {W ashing- 
ton  City:  Printed  by  William  Duane,  1802)  is  the  first 
printed  catalog  of  the  holdings  of  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress and  was  prepared  by  John  Beckley.  Volumes  were 
not  listed  by  alphabet  but  rather  by  size.  According  to 
rules  set  up  a few  years  later,  size  also  determined  how 
long  an  item  could  be  kept  by  a borrower,  as  well  as 
the  amount  of  fine  imposed  on  an  overdue  book.  Rare 
Book  Division. 


John  Beckley 
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CATALOGUE. 

5 

N°. 

FOLIO’S. 

Sfo.  of 
Vols. 

Value,  as  near  as 
can  be  estimated. 

’ ■ ' 

NO. 

QUARTO’S. 

No.  of 
Vols. 

Value,  as  near  as 
can  be  estimated. 

WHOLE 

EACH  1 

WHOLE 

EACH 

SET. 

BOOK.  ] 

SET. 

BOOK. 

Dollars. 

Dollaili.  j 

D.»i.ar6 

Do  lars. 

48 

Biographia  Britannica,  - - - . 

5 

60 

12  1 

, 30 

Robertson’s  Scotland,  ----- 

2 

25 

12  50 

53 

Coxe’s  Travels  in  Switzerland,  - - 

2 

40 

20 

32 

Hume’s  History  oi  England,  - - - 

8 

60 

7 50 

55 

State  Trials,  ....... 

11 

111 

10 

40 

Leland’s  History  of  Ireland,  - - - 

3 

18 

6 

61 

Atlas  to  Crutwell’s  Gazetteer,  - - 

n 

43 

Ludlow’s  Memoirs,  ----- 

1 

7 

62 

Atlas  to  Guthrie’s  System  of  Geogra- 

44 

Belsham’s  History  of  George  HI.  - 

4 

30 

7 50 

ph}',  - - 

1 

4a 

48 

Edwards’s  History  of  the  West  Indies, 

2 

18 

9 

63 

American  Atlas, 

1 

r ^ 

50 

Harte’s  Life  of  Gustavus  Adolphus, 

2 

10 

5 

64 

Plates  to  Cook’s  third  Voyage,  - - 

1 

52 

Coxe’s  Walpole,  ------ 

3 

27 

9 

65 

Plates  to  Macartney’s  Embassy  to 

55 

Bouganville’s  Voyage,  - - - - 

1 

6 

China,  - 

iJ 

56 

Stuart’s  View  of  Society  in  Europe, 

1 

6 

66 

Journals  of  the  Lords  and  Commons, 

57 

Keith’s  History  of  British  Plantations, 

1 

4 

with  the  rolls  and  reports  complete, 

102 

300 

s 

58 

Hawkesworth’s  and  Cooke’s  Voyages, 

8 

72 

9 

66 

Coxe’s  Russian  Discoveries,  - - - 

1 

5 

Additional from  the  respective  Library 

67 

Coxe’s  Travels  in  Poland,  - - - 

3 

20 

6 50 

of  the  Senate  and  House  of Represen- 

Bruce’s  Travels,  ------ 

5 

35 

7 

tatives. 

^ 75 

Staunton’s  Embassy  to  China,  (plates,) 

2 

30 

15 

77 

Morse’s  American  Geography,  - - 

1 

9 

168 

Journals  House  Commons,  . - - 

18 

54 

3 

78 

Justinian’s  Institutes,  ----- 

1 

7 

186 

State  Trials,  - --  --  --  - 

14 

112 

8 

79 

Jacob’s  Law  Dictionary,  - - - - 

2 

20 

10 

200 

Coke  upon  Littleton,  ----- 

1 

10 

81 

HatseU’s  Precedents,  ----- 

4 

22 

5 50 

201 

Mortimer’s  Dictionary,  ----- 

1 

10 

85 

Anderson’s  History  of  Commerce,  - 

4 

32 

8 

202 

Chambers’  Dictionary,  - . - - 

4 

36 

9 

89 

Stuart’s  Political  economy,  - » - 

2 

16 

8 

206 

Index  to  Chambers’  Dictionary, 

1 

9 

91 

Sinclair  on  the  British  Revenue, 

1 

24 

207 

Maritime  Atlas,  ------- 

5 

35 

7 

92 

Reid  on  the  powers  of  Man,  - - - 

1 

11 

212 

Atlas  to  Guthrie’s  Geography,  - - 

1 

10 

93 

Burke’s  Works,  - - - - - . 

3 

21 

7 

96 

Plates  to  Anacharsis’  Travels,  (" not  to 

QUARTO’S. 

issue ) 

1 

1 

Smith’s  Thucydides,  ----- 

2 

10 

5 

k 

Additional  from  the  respective  Library 

3 

Hamptons’  Polybius,  ----- 

2 

14 

7 

of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Represen- 

5 

Spellman’s  Dionysius,  ----- 

4 

28 

7 

tatives. 

9 

Murphey’s  Tacitus,  ----- 

4 

30 

7 50 

13 

Gibbon’s  Roman  Empire,  . . - - 

6 

54 

9 

97 

Encyclopoedia,  ------- 

36 

216 

6 

19 

Davilla’s  History  of  France  by  Fame- 

133 

Statutes  at  large, 

21 

126 

6 

worth,  - 

2 

24 

12 

154 

Hazard’s  State  Papers,  - - - - 

2 

16 

8 

21 

Roscoe’s  Lorenzo  de  Medici,  - - 

2 

24 

12 

156 

Precedents  House  of  Commons, 

2 

10 

5 

23 

Clavingero’s  History  of  Mexico,  - - 

2 

24 

12 

158 

HatseU’s  Precedents, 

3 

15 

5 

25 

Robertson’s  Charles,  ----- 

3 

18 

6 

161 

Guthrie’s  Geography,  . - - . « 

3 

18 

6 

28 

Robertson’s  America, 

2 

24 

13 

I 164 

Bibliotheca  Americsuaa,  - - - . 

1 

6 
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CATALOGUE. 


OCTAVO’S. 

No.  of 
Vols. 

Value,  as  near  as 
can  be  estimated. 

WHOLE 

EACH 

SET. 

BOOK. 

D .Uars 

L>oliars. 

1 

Universal  Histor^^,  Ancient  and  Modern 

60 

120 

2 

61 

Rolin’s  Ancient  History,  - - . i. 

8 

20 

2 50 

69 

Millet’s  Ancient  and  Modern  History, 

5 

15 

3 

74 

Gillie’s  Historj"  of  Greece,  - - - 

4 

8 

2 

78 

Anacharsis’s  Travels,  - - - - 

7 

18 

2 50 

85 

Beloe’s  Herodotus,  ----- 

4 

8 

2 

89 

Rooke’s  Arrian,  - ----- 

2 

4 

2 

91 

Spellman’s  Xenophon,  ----- 

2 

6 

3 

93 

Leland’s  Life  of  Philip  of  Macedoti, 

2 

4 

2 

95 

Leiand’s  Demosthenes,  - - - - 

3 

6 

2 

98 

Middleton’s  Cicero,  ----- 

3 

8 

2 50 

101 

Ferguson’s  Roman  Republics,  - - 

5 

10 

2 

106 

Langhorne’s  Plutarch,  - - - - 

6 

18 

3 

112 

Russel’s  Ancient  and  Modem  Europe, 

7 

18 

2 50 

119 

Henry’s  History  of  Great  Britain,  - 

12 

28 

2 33| 

131 

Guiciardini’s  History  of  Italy,  - - 

lO 

15 

1 50 

141 

Littleton’s  Henry  II.  - - - - - 

6 

12 

2 

147 

Bacon’s  Life  of  Henry  VII.  • - - 

1 

2 50 

148 

Noble’s  Cromwell,  ----- 

2 

5 

2 50 

150 

Life  of  Monk,  Duke  of  Albermaie, 

1 

2 

151 

Watson’s  Philip  II.  and  HI.  - - 

5 

10 

2 

156 

Voltaire’s  Lewis  XIV.  and  XV. 

2 

3 

1 50 

158 

Voltaire’s  Charles  XII.  - - - - 

1 

1 

159 

Memoir’s  of  Philip  de  Comines,  - 

2 

2 

I 

161 

Suily’s  Memoirs,  ------ 

5 

10 

2 

166 

De  Witt’s  Maxims,  ----- 

1 

1 

167 

Temple’s  Works,  ------ 

4 

10 

2 50 

171 

Constitution  and  Government  of  the 

Germanic  Body,  ----- 

1 

1 50 

172 

Debrett’s  State  Papers,  - - - - 

8 

32 

4 

180 

Rabaut’s  French  Revolution,  - 

1 

2 

181 

Hereras’s  Flistory  of  America,  - - 

6 

9 

1 50 

187 

Raynal’s  Indies,  ------ 

8 

16 

2 

195 

Wynne’s  British  America,  - - - 

2 

3 

1 50 

197 

Neal’s  History  of  New  England, 

2 

3 

1 50 

199 

Hutchinson’s  History  of  Massachusetts 

1 

1 

200 

Stith’s  History  of  Virginia,  . - - 

1 

1 50 

201 

Jefferson’s  Notes  on  Virginia,  - - 

1 

2 SO 

202 

Smith’s  History  of  New  York,  - - 

1 

2 

CATALOGUE.  7 


N-’. 

OCTAVO’S. 

No.  of 
Vols. 

Value,  as  near  as 
can  be  estimated. 

WHOLE  1 

EACH 

SET. 

BOOK. 

UoUars. 

DoUari. 

203 

Smith’s  History  of  New  Jersey, 

1 

2 

204 

Ramsay’s  History  of  South  Carolina, 

2 

4 

2 

206 

Colden’s  History-  of  the  Five  Nations, 

1 

2 

207 

Present  state  of  Nova  Scotia,  - - 

1 

2 

208 

Du  Pratz’s  Historv  of  Louisiana,  - 

1 

2 

209 

Gordon’s  Hist,  of  the  American  W ar, 

f 

8 

2 

213 

Ulloas’s  Voyage,  ------ 

2 

4 

2 

215 

Charlevoix’s  Journal,  - - - - 

2 

3 

1 50 

217 

Carver’s  Travels, 

1 

3 

218 

Adanson’s  Voyage  to  Senegal,  - - 

1 

n 

t> 

219 

Crutweli’s  Gazetteer,  - - . . . 

3 

15 

5 

222 

Morse’s  American  Gazetteer,  - - 

1 

3 

223 

Adams  on  the  American  Constitution, 

3 

6 

2 

226 

Boswell’s  Journal,  ------ 

• 1 

2 

227 

Rutherforth’s  Institutes  of  N at.  Law, 

2 

5 

2 50 

229 

Montesquieu’s  Spirit  of  Laws,  - - 

1 

2 

230 

Vatel’s  Law  of  Nations,  . - - - 

1 

4 

231 

Burlemaqui  on  Natural  Law,  - - 

2 

4 

2 

233 

Moloy  de  Jure  Maritime,  - . - 

2 

4 

2 

235 

Maxwell’s  Marine  Law,  - - . - 

1 

4 

236 

Chalmers’  Collection  of  Treaties,  - 

2 

5 

2 50 

238 

Jenkinsori’s  Collection  of  Treaties,  - 

3 

8 

2 50 

241 

Coke’s  institutes,  ------ 

7 

28 

4 

248 

Viner’s  Abridgement,  - - - - 

24 

lOO 

4 

272 

Woodeson’s  Lectures,  - - - - 

3 

18 

6 

275 

Reeves  on  the  Laws  of  England,  - 

4 

8 

2 

279 

Blackstone’s  Commentaries,  - - 

4 

12 

3 

283 

Forster’s  Crown  Law,  - - - . 

1 

3 

284 

Beccaria  on  Crimes  and  Punishments, 

1 

3 

285 

Cooke’s  Bankmpt  Law,  - - - - 

2 

5 

2 50 

287 

Eden’s  Penal  Law,  ----- 

1 

2 50 

288 

De  Lolme  on  the  Constitution,  - - 

1 

2 50 

289 

Lex  Parliamentaria,  ----- 

1 

2 

290 

Atkyn’s  Power  of  Parliaments, 

I 

2 

291 

Parliamentary  Debates,  - - - - 

104 

312 

3 

395 

Irish  Debates,  ------- 

11 

22 

o 

406 

Petty’s  Political  Arithmetic.  - - 

1 

1 50 

407 

Smith’s  Wealth  of  Nations,  - - - 

3 

6 

2 

410 

’ Steele’s  Book  of  Rates  and  Customs, 

1 

2 

John  Beckley 
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N'’. 

OCTAVO’S. 

No.  of 
Vols. 

Value,  as  near  as 
can  be  estimated. 

411 

Davenant  on  Trade,  - - - - . 

5 

WHOLE 

SLT. 

DolLrs. 

10 

EACH 

BOOK. 

• i.Hurs. 

2 

416 

Price  on  Annuities,  ...  - - 

2 

5 

2 50 

418 

xleeves’s  Hist,  of  the  Navigation  Act, 

1 

3 

419 

Sheffield  on  Commerce,  - - . - 

1 

2 

420 

Locke’s  Works,  - . - - . . 

9 

27 

3 

429 

Paley’s  Philosophy,  - - - r - 

2 

4 

2 

431 

Smith’s  Moral  Sentiments,  ... 

2 

4 

2 

433 

Burgh’s  Dignity  of  Human  Nature,  - 

1 

2 50 

434 

452 

Rambler,  Spectator,  Adventurer  and 
Tatler,  - - 

18 

45 

2 50 

Blair’s  Lectures, 

3 

6 

2 

455 

Additional  from  the  respective  Library 
of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, 

Hume’s  History  of  England,  ... 

14 

56 

4 

4r3 

Collection  of  Voyages,  - . - * 

4* 

16 

4 

4rr 

New  Annual  Register,  - - - . 

12 

48 

4 

489 

Belknap’s  History,  ...... 

3 

9 

3 

492 

Belknap’s  American  Biography,  - - 

2 

6 

3 

494 

Gazetteer  of  France,  ...  - - 

3 

9 

3 

497 

Paine’s  Geography,  - ...  - 

4 

12 

3 

501 

Morse’s  Geography,  - - . . - 

Staunton’s  Embassy,  ..... 

1" 

4 

502 

1 

5 

503 

St.  Mery’s  St.  Domingo,  ...  - 

1 

4 

504 

Ramsey’s  South  Carolina,  ... 

2 

8 

4 

506 

Necker’s  Finances  of  France,  - - 

3 

12 

4 

509 

Anderson’s  Commerce,  .... 

6 

18 

3 

515 

Sheffield  and  Cox  on  American  Com- 
mcrce,  - - - - 

2 

8 

4 

517 

American  Museum,  - ...  - 

3 

9 

3 

520 

American  Senator,  - - - . . 

3 

12 

4 

523 

Congress  Debates,  ....  - 

3 

12 

4 

526 

Monthly  Review,  . . . . - 

Paine’s  Miscellanies,  .... 

13 

30 

3 

536 

1 

4 

537 

Adams’  Defence,  ...... 

2 

8 

4 

539 

Reeves’s  English  Law,  - - - . 

4 

12 

3 

543 

Blackstone’s  Commentaries,  - - - 

4 

16 

4 

CATALOGUE. 


B 


N". 

OCTAVO’S. 

No.  of 
Vols. 

Value,  a 
can  be  es 

s ne^  as 

timated. 

> 

547 

Woodeson’s  Lectures,  ( (double  set)  • 

3 

WHOLE 

SET. 

Dui>»rs. 

12 

£ AC 

B OO  K. 

iJoBars- 

4 . 

553 

Robinson’s  Reports,  - - « - - 

i 

4 

554 

Cook’s  Bankrupt  Laws,  .... 

1 

4 

555 

Millar  on  Insurance,  . . • - . 

1 

4 

' 

556 

Williams’s  Digest,  - ...  - 

1 

4 

4 

557 

Dallas’s  Reports,  - - - - - « 

3 

12 

560 

Swift’s  System  of  Laws  of  Connecticut,' 

2 

a 

4 

562 

Heywood  on  Elections,  ...  • ^ 

1 i 

3 i 

563 

Luder  on  Elections,  ..... 

3 i 

% 

566 

Frazer  on  Elections,  ....  - 

1 

3 

567 

Hogan’s  State  T rials,  ----- 

5 

15 

3 

572 

Chalmers’  Collection  of  Treaties,  - 

2 

8 

4 

574 

Vattel’s  Law  of  Nations,  - - - - 

1 

5 

575 

Rush  on  Yellow  Fever,  - - - - 

1 

3 

576 

Varlo’s  Husbandry,  ----- 

2 

3 

2 

578 

Wenderborn, 

2 

4 

580 

Burns’s  Poems, 

1 

2 

581 

World  Displayed,  - - - > - - 

8 

24 

3 

1 

DUODECIMO’S. 

Montesquieu’s  Roman  Empire,  - - 

1 

1 

2 

Millet’s  History  of  France,  - - - 

3 

3 

1 

5 

Memoirs  of  Brandenburg,  - - - - 

2 

2 

1 

7 

Federalist,  - "-  ;*•** 

2 

2 

1 

,X-.- 
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CiLTAumm' , ' 

» ' ■ ' * • ' ! 

' MAPS  AND  CHARTS.  ’ 

1 

A New  Chart  of  History. 

2 

A Chart  of  Biography, 

3 

A Map  of  the  United  States,  by  Arrowsmith, 

A Map  of  the  United  States,  by  Bradley. 

.4 

S 

A Map  of  Discoveries  in  die  Interior  of  North  America,  by  ' 

Arrowsmith. 

6 

A Map  of  South  America,  (Spanish)  by  Faden. 

7 

A Map  of  North  and  South  Carolina,  by  Mason. 

8 

A Chart  of  the  Coast  of  New  York  to  North  Carolina. 

9 

A Chart  of  the  Coast  of  North  and  Soudi  Carolina,  Georgia, 
and  East  Florida. 

order  for  books,  he  requested  George  W.  Erving, 
U.S.  consul  at  London,  to  assist  an  agent  of  Wil- 
liam Duane  in  purchasing  the  books.  He  did  so 
because  he  thought  that  Gadell  & Davies  had 
been  far  too  high  on  the  first  order.  He  advised 
Erving  (July  16,  1802)  to  look  for  “neat  bind- 
ings, not  splendid  ones,”  and  smaller  volumes 
rather  than  the  expensive  folios — -“good  editions, 
not  pompous  ones.”  Robert  R.  Livingston,  U.S. 
minister  to  France,  was  asked  to  supervise  the 
selection  of  books  ordered  from  Pougers,  Paris 
booksellers.  Erving  reported  that  the  English 
books  had  cost  £68  but  no  statement  was  received 
from  Livingston.  Jefferson  decided  to  wait  for  his 
return  to  this  country  to  inquire  about  the  cost. 
When  finally  he  was  able  to  talk  to  Livingston,  the 
minister  could  furnish  no  figures.  He  had  sup- 
posed that  the  bankers  involved  had  furnished 
him  figures.  On  January  10,  1806,  Jefferson  wrote 
to  Gallatin  asking  if  the  bankers  had  sent  him 
an  accounting.  He  suggested  that  if  they  had  not 
done  so,  that  he,  Jefferson,  and  Beckley  could 
work  out  an  approximation. 

By  March  Jefferson  had  solved  the  problem. 
He  wrote  Beckley  that  when  he  had  written  to 
Pougers  placing  the  order  for  books,  he  had  also 
ordered  some  volumes  of  an  encyclopedia  for 
himself.  He  had  specifically  warned  Pougers  not 
to  confuse  the  two  orders  and  to  be  careful  to 
pack  and  address  them  separately.  In  spite  of 
these  instructions,  Pougers  had  packed  his  books 
with  those  for  the  Library.  Livingston  had  paid 
them  $1,866  for  the  Library’s  books,  and  $535 
for  Jefferson’s  books.  Packaging  and  shipping 
costs  to  Le  Havre  had  been  charged  to  the  Li- 
brary account.  Matters  were  further  complicated 
by  the  addition  of  two  hampers  of  wine  for  Jef- 
ferson, who  had  paid  transportation  costs  of 
everything  from  Le  Havre  to  Georgetown.  The 
confusion  was  ended  by  Jefferson’s  sending  Beck- 
ley a check  for  $39.94,  which  he  had  decided  he 
should  pay.  This,  with  Jefferson’s  explanatory 
letter,  was  presented  by  Beckley  to  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent and  the  Speaker  of  the  House  for  “their 
approbation,  pursuant  to  law.” 

Among  the  Librarian’s  duties  was  that  of  acting 
as  host  to  dignitaries  visiting  the  Library.  The 
new  Capitol  began  to  attract  visitors,  and  the 
Library  was  becoming  one  of  the  sights.  This 
was  certainly  one  of  Beckley’s  more  pleasant 
duties.  In  June  1804,  Charles  Willson  Peale,  Dr. 
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Letter  to  Thomas  Jefferson  acknowledging  receipt  of 
his  payment  to  the  Library  when  Pougers,  Paris  book- 
sellers, mistakenly  packaged  and  shipped  his  personal 
order  together  with  an  order  for  hooks  for  the  Library. 
Courtesy  Massachusetts  Historical  Society. 
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Fothergill,  of  Bath,  and  other  distinguished 
gentlemen  accompanied  the  famous  German 
naturalist  Baron  Alexander  von  Humboldt  on  a 
visit.  They  admired  the  Senate  chamber,  the  view 
from  the  top  of  the  Capitol,  and  Pennsylvania 
Avenue,  with  its  four  rows  of  trees.  Peale  re- 
corded in  his  diary:  “We  first  went  to  the  Library, 
where  Mr.  Beckley  received  us  with  politeness, 
and  also  accompanied  us  through  the  other 
apartments.  The  Library  is  a spacious  and  hand- 
some Room,  and  although  lately  organized,  al- 
ready contained  a number  of  valuable  books  in 
the  best  taste  of  binding.”  ^ 

There  were  personnel  problems  to  worry 
Beckley.  The  most  serious  of  these  involved 
Josias  King,  the  Federalist  clerk  whom  he  had 
inherited  from  Condy  in  the  Clerk’s  office.  Since 
King  had  sought  the  post  of  Librarian  for  him- 
self, there  was,  naturally,  resentment  toward 
Beckley.  Apparently  it  was  to  some  degree  sup- 
pressed for  several  years,  but  finally,  in  December 
1805,  Beckley  fired  him.  King  wasted  little  time 
in  taking  his  case  to  the  House.  He  prepared  a 
memorial  that  made  two  major  accusations 
against  Beckley.  The  first  was  that  Beckley  had 
appointed  him  assistant  librarian  “to  label,  ar- 
range and  take  charge  of  the  books  in  the  library” 
and  had  promised  to  divide  the  Librarian’s  salary 
with  him  but  had  failed  to  do  so.  For  a number 
of  reasons  it  seems  most  unlikely  that  Beckley 
had  made  such  an  agreement.  In  the  first  place 
he  needed  money  desperately  himself.  Secondly, 
King  was  already  fully  employed  in  the  Clerk’s 
office  and  could  easily  have  been  assigned  to 
library  work  instead.  Furthermore,  if  Beckley  had 
been  making  such  an  arrangement  it  would  seem 
tar  more  likely  that  he  would  have  picked  one 
of  the  clerks  who  had  worked  for  him  for  years, 
such  as  Lambert.  It  also  seems  strange  that  King 
continued  to  work  for  several  years  without  re- 
ceiving the  promised  compensation.  Evidently  the 
committee  of  accounts,  assigned  by  the  House 
to  investigate  his  charges,  agreed,  for  they  found 
no  basis  for  this  charge.  The  second  charge 
involved  a grant  of  additional  compensation 
made  by  the  House  to  certain  employees  for 
extra  services  rendered,  March  27,  1804.  This 
grant  of  $1,700  included  $200  for  King  and  was 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  contingency  fund  of  the 
House.  King  did  not  receive  his  money  at  that 
time  and  borrowed  it  from  a Washington  bank 


In  “Record  of  Books  Drawn — 1800—1802’^  is  what 
appears  to  be  a fair  copy  of  Josias  Wilson  King's  peti- 
tion to  the  House  of  Representatives  outlining  his 
grievances  against  Beckley. 

In  the  first  two  paragraphs  of  his  petition,  presented 
by  Joseph  H.  Nicholson,  of  Maryland,  King  charges 
that  the  salary  of  the  Librarian  of  Congress  was  not 
divided  equally  with  him  as  Beckley  had  promised.  In 
the  third  paragraph  he  contends  that  Beckley  withheld 
“reimbursement  of  interest  on  grants  heretofore  made 
by  the  House  to  the  Memorialist."  In  the  final  para- 
graph he  asks  for  redress  for  having  been  fired  by 
Beckley  in  December  1805. 

King  then  traces  the  course  of  his  petition  through 
committee,  which  concluded  that  “the  memorialist  has 
no  claim  upon  the  clerk  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives, as  prayed  for  by  him,  and  that  his  memorial 
ought  not  to  be  granted."  Manuscript  Division. 
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and,  of  course,  paid  interest  to  the  bank.  He  now 
asked  that  he  be  reimbursed  for  the  interest  paid. 
At  the  time  the  House  made  the  grant,  the  con- 
tingency fund  had  already  been  overspent  by 
$192.15,  and  Congress  adjourned  without  re- 
plenishing the  fund.  It  was  not  until  the  next 
session  of  the  Congress  that  an  appropriation 
was  made  to  the  contingency  fund  and  King  and 
others  could  be  paid.  It  would  appear  that  the 
committee  was  correct  in  concluding  that  the 
memorialist  had  no  claim  against  Beckley.^ 

In  view  of  his  own  sad  experience,  it  seems 
most  unlikely  that  Beckley  would  have  fired  a 
young  man  with  a family  to  support  at  Christmas 
time  without  extreme  provocation.  He  would 
have  been  well  justified  in  firing  King  when  he 
was  reelected  as  Clerk  but  had  kept  him  on  for 
several  years.  In  spite  of  the  fact  that  the  com- 
mittee of  accounts  completely  exonerated  Beckley 
at  the  time,  historians  have  tended  to  cite  King’s 
testimony  in  support  of  the  thesis  that  Beckley 
neglected  the  Library.  This  cannot  be  justified. 

The  Library  had  other  problems  besides  those 
of  personnel.  In  1805  the  House  took  back  the 
impressive  room  it  had  assigned  to  the  Library 
and  substituted  a former  committee  room.  This 
was  situated  in  a wing  of  the  building  which  was 
already  in  such  bad  repair  that  the  floor  was 
shaky  and  the  roof  leaked.  In  addition  to  these 
difficulties,  the  room  was  too  small  to  accommo- 
date the  rapidly  growing  collections  of  books  and 
maps.  In  spite  of  having  moved  the  Library  to 
inadequate  quarters.  Congress  continued  to  pro- 
vide for  its  growth.  In  December  1805,  the  Senate 
appointed  a committee  to  “inquire  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  purchasing  maps  and  books  for  the 
library.”  The  committee  chairman,  Samuel  La- 
tham Mitchill,  was  an  excellent  choice.  At  28, 
he  had  been  professor  of  chemistry,  natural  his- 
tory, and  agriculture  at  Columbia  University.  His 
erudition  was  not  confined  to  these  subjects,  and 
he  was  known  as  the  “Stalking  Library”  by  his 
colleagues. 

Mitchill  reported  to  the  Senate  on  January  20 
that  “Every  week  of  the  session  causes  additional 
regret  that  the  volumes  of  literature  and  science 
within  the  reach  of  the  National  Leffislature,  are 
not  more  rich  and  ample.”  Not  only  did  it  lack 
“geographical  illustrations”  but  it  was  deficient 
in  works  on  historical  and  political  subjects.  He 
thought  that  an  untutored  government  would  be 


Dr.  Samuel  Latham  Mitchill  {1764— 1831) . From  an 
engraving  in  The  National  Portrait  Gallery  of  Dis- 
tinguished Americans,  vol.  1.  Chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee to  select  hooks  and  later  chairman  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Library  of  Congress,  Mitchill,  who 
served  both  as  a Representative  and  as  a Senator  from 
New  York,  was  known  variously  by  his  contemporaries 
as  the  “Nestor  of  American  science^’  “the  Congres- 
sional dictionary/’  “the  Congressional  Library,”  and  “a 
chaos  of  knowledge,”  as  well  as  the  “stalking  library.” 

no  danger  provided  that  “steps  be  seasonably 
taken  to  furnish  the  library  with  such  materials 
as  will  enable  statesmen  to  be  correct  in  their 
investigations,  and,  by  a becoming  display  of 
erudition  and  reseach,  give  a higher  dignity  and 
a brighter  lustre  to  truth.”  The  Senate  was  im- 
pressed and  his  advice  resulted  in  the  act  of  21 
February  1806,  which  allocated  $1,000  per  an- 
num for  five  years  for  the  purchase  of  books  and 
maps  for  the  Library.  It  also  officially,  for  the 
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The  first  Librarian’ s letter  to  James  Madison,  who 
was  then  secretary  of  state,  requesting  the  return  of 
material  he  had  borrowed.  At  this  time  the  privileges 
of  the  Library  were  limited  to  Members  of  Congress. 
James  Madison  Papers,  Microfilm  Series  1,  reel  8. 


Manuscript  Division. 

first  time,  permitted  the  secretaries  of  state,  war, 
navy  and  treasury,  as  well  as  the  attorney  gen- 
eral, to  use  the  Library.  There  had  already  been 
times  when  these  gentlemen  had  consulted  works 
there  and  even  withdrawn  them.  The  previous 
November  Samuel  S.  Hamilton,  acting  for  “John 
Beckley  Librarian,”  had  sent  a notice  to  the  secre- 
tary of  state:  “Mr.  Madison  borrowed  of  the 
Library  of  Congress:  The  Annual  Register  for 
the  Years  1758,  1759,  1778,  1779-1784  and  1797. 
Grotius  Puffendorf  and  Sir  William  Temple’s 
Works — Which  he  is  respectfully  requested  to  re- 
turn before  the  meeting  of  Congress.”  Another 
new  feature  of  the  act  was  authorization  for  the 


purchase  of  books  published  in  the  United  States. 
Of  the  $1,000  appropriated  for  1806,  Mitchill, 
Joseph  Clay,  and  John  Quincy  Adams  were  each 
allowed  to  spend  $494  for  books  bought  in  New 
York,  Philadelphia,  and  Boston.  This  idea  may 
have  been  initiated  by  Col.  William  Tatham, 
who  recommended  purchasing  Americana — 
perhaps  exhibiting  a personal  interest  since  he 
offered  to  sell  the  Library  his  own  collection. 

The  liveliest  accounts  of  the  Library  come  from 
the  pen  of  Federalist  Senator  William  Plumer, 
of  New  Hampshire.  During  Beckley’s  five  years 
as  Librarian,  the  two  men  continued  a running 
feud.  Plumer  wrote  in  his  Memorandum  of  Pro- 
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ceedings  in  the  United  States  Senate,  1803-1807 : 
“It  has  been  the  practice  of  Congress  to  print  the 
journals  of  their  proceedings,  the  messages  of  the 
president,  the  reports  of  the  heads  of  depart- 
ments— of  committees — board  of  commissioners 
of  the  Sinking  fund — &c  &c  &c.  Of  each  of  these 
there  has  always  been  printed  supernumerary 
numbers,  that  is,  more  than  one  for  the  President, 
Vice  President,  each  senator  & representative  & 
head  of  departments,  who  are  regularly  furnished 
with  them.  These  spare  copies,  & such  copies  as 
the  members  leave  in  their  drawers  at  the  end  of 
the  session,  are  in  the  recess  carried  up  in  the 
lai:ge  lumber  room  over  the  senate  chamber. 
When  I came  here  in  Dec.  1802,  I was  informed 
that  each  member  of  Congress  was  entitled  to 
each  document  if  he  would  take  the  trouble  of 
selecting  them.  I accordingly  began — selected  & 
removed  a considerable  number  when  I received 
a message  indirectly  from  John  Beckly  [sic]  clerk 
of  the  House  of  Representatives,  in  whose  cus- 
tody the  key  of  the  chamber  was,  that  those  docu- 
ments were  the  property  of  the  United  States 
& that  members  of  Congress  had  no  right  to 
them.  A few  days  after  I found  one  of  his  favor- 
ites: a member  of  the  House  selecting  a number 
of  those  papers.  I then  renewed  my  search  & 
in  the  course  of  the  session  procured  a trunk 
of  them,  which  I sent  home.”  ® 

Plumer  continued  his  collections  and  four  years 
later  possessed  all  copies  of  the  Congressional 
Journal  from  1774  to  1806,  as  well  as  many 
documents,  the  whole  amounting  to  more  than 
70  volumes,  although  they  did  not  constitute  a 
complete  set.  Finding  that  Otis  would  have  the 
journals  bound  and  charge  the  cost  to  the  gov- 
ernment, Plumer  had  between  40  and  50  done 
(the  Clerk  of  the  House  maintained  no  such 
practice).  During  December  1806  he  spent  two 
hours  daily,  with  the  exception  of  Sundays,  col- 
lecting. Towards  the  end  of  the  month,  Beckley 
withheld  the  key  from  the  librarian  on  duty. 
Approached  by  Plumer,  he  was  reluctant  to  give 
it  to  him  but  finally  consented  to  do  so.  Plumer 
realized  that  his  time  was  limited : “I  was  aware 
that  my  spending  so  much  time  in  this  business 
would  induce  other  gentlemen  to  procure  docu- 
ments— & that  the  doors  would  soon  be  shut 
against  us  all — I therefore  pursued  & closed  my 
search  as  soon  as  time  would  admit.  I have  pro- 
cured a large  box  of  these  documents  for  the 


William  Plumeds  account  of  how  he  came  to  begin  his 
collection  of  congressional  documents:  “1  found  in 
the  large  chamber  over  that  of  the  Senate  a great 
body  of  them  lying  on  the  floor  in  promiscuous  heapsC 
From  the  William  Plumer  Papers,  vol.  18,  Autobiogra- 
phy. Manuscript  Division.  See  also  page  110. 

Massachusetts  historical  Society — & a large  trunk 
of  them  for  my  inquisitive  friend  Ichabod 
Tucker,  Esq.  of  Salem.  . . . Neither  of  these  two 
collections  of  documents  are  half  so  large  & ex- 
tensive as  mine.  . . .”  It  was  well  that  Plumer 
made  his  collections,  for  many  of  these  docu- 
ments were  housed  in  the  lumber  room  for  want 
of  any  other  place  of  storage.  Here  was  kept  the 
glass  for  window  replacements,  which  meant  a 
continual  parade  of  workmen,  unmindful  of 
where  they  stepped.  The  floor,  where  many  of  the 
documents  lay  for  want  of  shelves,  was  filthy  with 
plaster  and  rubbish  and  a leaking  roof  dripped 
water  over  them. 

By  the  end  of  1806  Plumer  reported  approxi- 
mately 2,000  volumes  in  the  Library  he  con- 
sidered a great  boon  to  “this  desert-city.”  Mr. 
Kearney,  the  acting  librarian  appointed  by  Beck- 
ley,  told  Plumer  that  the  Speaker  of  the  House, 
Nathaniel  Macon,  considered  the  Library  “a  use- 
less expence”  and  would  like  to  repeal  the  law 
establishing  it.  Kearney  said  he  had  never  known 
Macon  to  borrow  a book.  Plumer  noted  that 
Mitchill  was  one  of  those  who  had  purchased 
books  with  the  1806  appropriation,  among  which 
was  The  Secret  History  of  the  Court  and  Cabinet 
of  St.  Cloud  (Philadelphia:  John  Watts,  1806), 
an  anonymous  publication  derogatory  of  Na- 
poleon and  his  court.  Plumer  considered  it  a most 
improper  book  for  the  Library,  particularly  since 
Napoleon  had  complained  to  the  British  concern- 
ing a similar  book.  Bristling,  Plumer  imm^ediately 
approached  Kearney  and  “asked  him  if  that 
book  belonged  to  the  library.  He  answered  that 
it  did  not.  I told  him  I had  seen  it  on  the  writ- 
ten additional  catalogue.  He  replied,  it  once 
belonged  to  the  library — but  Dr.  Mitchel  had 
withdrawn  it.  I answered,  I approve  of  that. 
He  said,  no  hook  in  the  library  was  in  so  much 
demand.  It  was  constantly  out — & in  the  Course 
of  a week  it  was  several  times  read — The  number 
who  took  it  for  the  week,  read  it,  & lent  it  to 
others.  Such  a currency  has  scandal,  especially 
when  its  shafts  are  directed  against  a great  man.” 
When  Plumer  questioned  Mitchill,  he  was  told 
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that  the  bookseller  had  mistakenly  included  it  in 
the  order.  Acidly,  Plumer  noted  in  his  memoran- 
dum, “How  unwilling  we  are  to  own  our  errors, 
& how  natural  to  charge  them  upon  others.”  ^ 
Beckley  could  not  long  suppress  his  love  of 
city  political  affairs.  He  was  soon  involved  in 
Washington  city  government,  as  he  had  been  in 
Richmond  and  in  Philadelphia.  He  was  fourth 
in  the  number  of  votes  received  among  nine 
men  elected  to  the  Second  Chamber  in  June 
1805,  and  he  was  soon  acting  as  President  pro 
tern  of  that  body  on  numerous  occasions.  It  is 
remarkable  that  he  should  have  undertaken  any 
of  this,  for  he  was  entangled  in  serious  legal 
problems  concerning  his  land  holdings  in  west- 
ern Virginia,  was  desperately  pressed  financially, 
and  was  in  extremely  poor  health.  Although 
his  health  improved  briefly  from  time  to  time,  it 


continued  to  deteriorate,  and  he  died  on  April 
8,  1807. 

Like  many  great  institutions,  the  Library  of 
Congress  began  in  a small  way,  beset  by  many 
problems.  The  first  librarianship  was  a part-time 
appointment  for  an  already  very  busy  man.  He 
held  the  office  for  only  a few  years  and  died  be- 
fore the  Library  was  given  much  opportunity  by 
Congress  for  rapid  growth.  There  is,  however, 
good  reason  to  believe  that  Beckley  took  his 
duties  seriously  and  that  he  foresaw  future  great- 
ness for  the  Library.  In  his  brief  term  as  Librarian 
he  established  it  as  a well-organized  and  rapidly 
growing  entity,  enjoying  the  confidence  of  the 
Congress  and  the  admiration  of  the  public.  On 
this  firm  foundation  others  have  been  able  to 
build. 
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Postscript: 

Beckley’s  death  left  his  entire  life  savings  tied 
up  in  a lawsuit  which  continued  for  the  next  28 
years.  His  wife,  Maria,  her  mother,  and  his  son, 
Alfred,  were  left  without  funds  in  a rather  des' 
perate  situation.  Even  worse,  there  was  the  em- 
barrassment of  debts  owed  to  Jefferson,  Rush, 
and  others  Who  had  rescued  Beckley  from  the 
threat  of  debtors’  prison  during  the  “reign  of  ter- 
ror,” and  whom  he  had  never  been  able  to  com- 
pletely repay.  After  various  attempts  to  support 
herself,  Maria  found  it  necessary  to  make  her 


home  with  Senator  Brown’s  family  and,  later,  the 
family  of  John  Fowler  in  Kentucky.  She  died  in 
Lexington  in  1833.  At  the  suggestion  of  Gen. 
William  Henry  Harrison,  James  Monroe  ap- 
pointed Alfred  to  West  Point,  from  which  he 
graduated  in  1823.  He  had  served  at  various 
military  posts  when  the  final  settlement  of  his 
father’s  legal  entanglement  made  him  the  sole 
heir  to  a very  large  and  very  valuable  tract  of  un- 
settled land  in  what  today  is  West  Virginia.  He 
resigned  from  the  army  and  built  the  first  house 
on  what  ultimately  became  the  city  of  Beckley, 
which  he  named  for  his  father. 


NOTES 


^ “Autobiography”  of  Alfred  Beckley,  Paxton  Davis 
Papers  (made  available  by  Prof.  Paxton  Davis,  Wash- 
ington and  Lee  University,  who  is  a descendant  of  John 
Beckley) . 

^ Andrew  A.  Lipscomb,  ed.,  The  Writings  of  Thomas 
Jefferson,  20  vols.  (Washington:  Thomas  Jefferson 
Memorial  Association  of  the  United  States,  1902), 
19:128-29. 

® Beckley  to  Benjamin  Rush,  8 November,  1802, 
Bl— 2,  pp.  96-97,  Library  Company  of  Philadelphia, 
Historical  Society  of  Pennsylvania. 

^ Herman  R.  Friis,  “Baron  Alexander  von  Humboldt’s 


Visit  to  Washington,  D.C.,  June  1 through  June  3, 
1804,”  Columbia  Historical  Society  Records,  1960— 
1962,  p.  16. 

Joseph  Gales,  ed..  Debates  and  Proceedings  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  1789—1824,  9th  Con- 
gress, 1st  Session,  19th  February  1806  and  3 February 
1806,  p.  429. 

® Everett  Somerville  Brown,  ed.,  William  Plumed s 
Memorandum  of  Proceedings  in  the  United  States 
Senate  1803-1807  (New  York:  Macmillan  Company, 
1923),  pp.  537-39. 

Mbid.,p.  559. 


ADDENDUM  ON  WILLIAM  PLUMER 


What  follows  is  an  excerpt  from  the  William 
Plumer  Papers,  vol.  1,  Diary,  part  2,  in  the  Manu- 
script Division,  giving  a full  account  of  the  New 
Hampshire  Senator’s  “collecting  activities.” 


William  Plumer  (1759-1850) . From  a reproduction 
of  an  engraving  by  St.  Memins.  Prints  and  Photographs 
D ivision. 
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Patrick  Magruder 

Citi^efij  Congressmatij  Librarian  of  Congress 


by  Martin  K.  Gordon 

One  of  seven  sons  and  four  daughters  of  Revolu- 
tionary War  Major  Samuel  Wade  Magruder, 
Patrick  Magruder  was  bom  in  1768  at  “Locust 
Grove,”  the  family  estate  in  Montgomery  County, 
Md.  His  father  was  one  of  the  first  justices  of 
the  county  court  when  Montgomery  County  was 
separated  from  Frederick  County  in  1776.  Promi- 
nent locally,  he  was  also  active  in  real  estate  spec- 
ulation and  operated  a grist  mill  on  his  estate.^ 
Patrick  attended  Princeton  College  and  re- 
turned home  without  graduating  to  become  a 
lawyer.  Apparently  he  had  already  suffered  from 
the  ill  health  that  was  to  plague  him  throughout 
his  life  and  that  would  force  him  to  be  out  of 
Washington  in  1814,  when  he  was  most  needed 
there.  In  1804  James  McHenry,  a Baltimorean 
and  former  secretary  of  war,  wrote  his  nephew 
that  he  should  not  leave  Princeton  just  because 
he  worried  about  his  health,  holding  up  Magru- 
der, who  had  been  able  to  return  to  that  school 
when  his  health  improved,  as  an  example.^ 

In  the  1790’s,  the  young  attorney  married  Sal- 
lie  Turner  of  George towm  and  had  one  daughter, 
Louisa,  by  this  marriage.  Becoming  active  in  pol- 
itics, he  served  in  1797  as  a member  of  the 
Maryland  House  of  Delegates  from  Montgomery 
County,  his  place  being  taken  the  following  year 
by  Robert  P.  Magruder,  a relative  of  Patrick’s. 


By  June  1799  at  the  latest,  he  had  become  a jus- 
tice of  the  peace  and  was  active  in  the  area  of 
the  county  near  Georgetown.  In  1802  he  became 
an  associate  judge  of  the  county  circuit  court. ^ 
Magruder  ran  for  the  U.S.  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives in  1801,  losing  to  his  Federalist  neigh- 
bor Thomas  Plater  by  111  votes  out  of  the  1,817 
ballots  cast  in  that  election.  In  the  spring  of  1803, 
he  endorsed  a qualified  Federalist  who  had  other 
bipartisan  support  for  the  office  of  county  sur- 
veyor. When  the  Democratic-controlled  State 
Council  appointed  a lesser  known  Democrat  as 
county  surv'eyor,  Magruder  wrote  what  one  paper 
called  a “very  insulting  letter”  to  the  council  and 
resigned  his  commission  as  an  associate  judge 
of  the  circuit  court.  In  the  letter  he  suggested 
that  someone  in  Annapolis,  the  state  capital, 
knew  Montgomery  County  well  enough  to  make 
its  recommendations  better  than  its  own  residents 
could. ^ 

Patrick  Magruder,  second  Librarian  of  Congress. 


Martin  K.  Gordon  is  a historian  with  the  Reference 
Section,  History  and  Museums  Division,  Headquarters, 
U.S.  Marine  Corps.  He  is  aso  currently  engaged  in 
completing  his  doctoral  dissertation  in  the  joint  LC— 
George  Washington  University  doctoral  program. 
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In  August  1803  Magruder  officially  declared 
himself  a Republican  candidate  for  election  to 
the  Eighth  Congress  (1803-05).  Partisan  snip- 
ing had  already  begun  the  month  before,  how- 
ever, when  the  local  Republican  newspaper  ac- 
cused the  Federalists  of  trying  to  dictate  from 
their  Frederick  County  strongholds  to  the  elec- 
tors for  the  Congressional  District  made  up  of 
Montgomery  County  and  part  of  Frederick 
County  whom  they  should  elect  to  the  U.S. 
House  of  Representatives.  Not  only  did  Plater 
run  for  reelection  but  also  his  fellow  Federalist 
Richard  Wootton  entered  the  contest  along  with 
Magruder.  The  Republicans  accused  the  Fed- 
eralists of  trying  to  settle  the  problem  of  which 
candidate  they  would  select  behind  the  closed 
doors  of  a caucus  without  giving  the  people  a 
chance  to  decide  the  question  for  themselves. 

As  the  campaign  heated  up  in  August,  the 
Federalists  declared  in  mass  meetings  that  their 
candidates  were  the  better  men,  and  the  Repub- 
licans accused  Plater  of  being  a Tory  and  sub- 
servient to  Frederick  County  interests.  The 
Republicans  also  prided  themselves  on  choosing 
their  candidate  by  an  open  meeting  rather  than 
through  a secretive  caucus.  Thus  in  1803  three 
candidates,  two  Federalists  and  a Republican, 
ran  for  the  seat  in  Congress  to  represent  Mont- 
gomery County  and  part  of  Frederick  County.® 

Wootton,  the  second  Federalist  candidate,  was 
accused  of  being  a false  candidate,  not  a true 
member  of  the  party.  His  defenders  replied  that 
Magruder  had  carried  Montgomery  County  in 
the  last  election  and  that  only  Frederick  votes 
had  kept  Plater  in  office.  Magruder,  therefore, 
could  only  be  defeated  by  another  Montgomery 
resident,  i.e.,  Wootton. 

Magruder  lost  this  election  with  1,075  votes 
compared  to  Plater’s  1,126  and  Wootton’s  43 
votes  in  Frederick  County  alone.  The  local 
Republican  newspaper  published  these  results 
in  tabular  form  for  comparison  with  the  previous 
election.  The  returns  indicated,  at  least  to  the 
editor,  that  the  new  democratization  of  the 
electoral  procedure — the  dropping  of  the  £30 
property  requirement  for  voters  and  the  new 
written  ballot — resulted  in  continued  good  pros- 
pects for  the  future  of  the  Republican  Party.  This 
table  analyzed  Plater’s  declining  victory  margins 
to  show  that  if  a united  Republican  Party  turned 
out  in  large  numbers  for  the  next  election,  it 


should  carry  both  counties  for  its  congressional 
candidate.® 

A change  in  the  election  laws  forced  an  elec- 
tion for  the  House  of  Representatives  a year 
later.  Trying  again  in  1804,  Magruder  once  more 
faced  his  neighbor  Plater.  This  fall  campaign 
resulted  in  the  usual  tactics.  When  the  Repub- 
licans heralded  Magruder  as  distinguished,  the 
Federalists  asked  “in  what?”  In  turn.  Repub- 
licans again  accused  the  Frederick  Federalists  of 
attempting  to  control  Montgomery  County  for 
their  own  ends.  Through  a combination  of  Fed- 
eralist apathy,  a disciplined  Republican  turnout, 
and  a general  move  toward  Republicanism  in 
the  state,  Patrick  Magruder,  on  his  third  try, 
was  elected  to  the  House  of  Representatives. 

This  election  saw  the  Republicans  gain  two 
House  seats  for  control  of  seven  out  of  the  nine 
allotted  the  state  and  also  gain  six  General 
Assembly  members  for  a majority  of  52  to  28 
in  that  body.  Interestingly,  Magruder  owed  his 
victory  to  his  Frederick  County  constituency, 
which  gave  him  a majority  of  424  votes  compared 
with  Plater’s  220-vote  margin  in  Montgomery, 
where  Republicans  had  complained  the  most 
about  outside  domination.  Both  candidates,  after 
all,  were  from  the  same  part  of  Montgomery 
County  near  Georgetown,  D.C.^ 

Magruder’s  service  in  the  Ninth  Congress  was 
rather  ordinary.  He  did  not  make  any  major 
speeches.  This  attorney  from  the  District  of 
Columbia  suburbs  is  mentioned  principally  for  his 
service  during  both  sessions  on  the  committee 
analyzing  the  highly  controversial  proposal  for  a 
bridge  linking  the  city  of  Washington  with  Alex- 
andria. Although  the  committee  reported  out 
bills  in  favor  of  this  aid  to  Washington- Alex- 
andria commerce,  Magruder  voted  with  the 
minority  against  it,  thus  supporting  Georgetown’s 
claim  to  ^ional  commercial  supremacy  as 
maintained  by  their  control  of  the  one  bridge 
then  spanning  the  Potomac  and  their  open  ac- 
cess from  the  ocean.  This  bill  was  later  defeated 
in  the  Senate.® 

The  new  Congressman  was  not  able  to  hold 
his  seat  for  the  Republicans,  however.  After  a 
bitter  campaign,  this  was  the  only  Maryland 
House  of  Representatives  seat  lost  by  the  party  in 
1806.  Philip  Barton  Key,  the  uncle  of  Francis 
Scott  Key,  had  moved  to  Georgetown  that  year 
from  Annapolis  and  purchased  a summer  estate 


Patrick  Magruder 


41 


in  Montgomery  County,  which  he  then  claimed 
as  his  place  of  residence  and  challenged 
Magruder  for  his  place  in  Congress.  In  the 
months  before  the  election,  the  Republicans  ac- 
cused Key  of  being  in  the  pay  of  the  British 
monarchy  and  thus  a Toryc  Furthermore,  they 
claimed  that  his  family  had  attempted  to 
profiteer  during  the  Revolution  and  that,  anyway, 
he  was  a resident  of  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  not  Maryland  and  thus  ineligible  to  run  in 
this  election.^ 

The  British  ambassador,  who  was  accused  of 
secretly  aiding  Key’s  election  efforts,  caught  the 
flavor  of  the  campaign  in  his  diary.  Reporting  on 
the  orations  given  when  both  candidates  ap- 
peared at  the  same  barbecue,  he  observed: 

Magruder,  Key’.-;  opponent,  talked  of  his  blood  be- 
ing allied  nearly  to  the  whole  District  and  insisted  that 
he  was  therefore  naturally  the  fittest  Person  to  repre- 
sent and  maintain  their  Interests,  but  Key  retorted  that 
if  the  Question  were  about  a Steed  that  argument 
might  be  good.  It  was  not,  however,  in  Discussion  which 
of  the  two,  he  or  this  Rival,  were  of  the  best  Breed, 
but  which  would  make  the  best  Member  of  Congress, 
when  the  Head  was  more  worthy  to  be  considered  than 
the  Blood,  and  he  was  accordingly  preferred.  . . 

That  October  Magruder  once  again  carried  his 
Frederick  County  constituents  with  964  votes 
w'hich  gave  him  a nine-vote  margin  over  Key. 
His  home  jurisdiction  deserted  him,  however,  and 
gave  Philip  Barton  Key  980  votes  for  a major- 
ity of  248  over  Magruder  in  Montgomery  County 
and  an  overall  victory  of  239  votes.  In  reporting 
these  results,  the  local  Federalist  newspaper 
gloated,  “rudeness  and  insolence  will  always  meet 
with  their  proper  reward,  contempt  and 
defeat.” 

Magruder’s  term  as  a member  of  the  Ninth 
Congress  ended  on  March  3,  1807.  John  Beckley, 
Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and  first 
Librarian  of  Congress,  died  a month  later,  on 
April  8,  1807.^“  When  the  10th  Congress  con- 
vened on  October  26,  1807,  it  found  itself  con- 
fronted with  eight  applicants  for  the  vacant 
Clerkship  of  the  House.  The  Representatives  pro- 
ceeded to  elect  a new  Clerk  as  soon  as  they  had 
organized  and  chosen  a Speaker  on  the  26th. 
The  tellers  declared  the  first  ballot  for  a new 
Clerk  invalid  when  they  discovered  one  of  the 
Representatives  had  voted  twice.  Nicholas  Van 
Zandt  of  Georgetown,  Beckley’s  chief  clerk  in  the 
last  Congress,  led  the  next  ballot  with  37  votes 


compared  with  26  for  Magruder  in  second  place 
and  16  votes  for  the  third-place  candidate,  James 
Elliot.  Josias  W.  King  was  in  fourth  place  with 
10  votes.  Interestingly,  Van  Zandt,  Elliot,  and 
King  were  all  on  President  Jefferson’s  May  30 
list  of  candidates  for  the  position  of  Librarian 
of  Congress.  A total  of  59  votes  was  needed  to  win 
this  position.  On  the  third  ballot,  Van  Zandt 
picked  up  15  votes  to  fall  only  seven  short  of 
victory.  Magruder  gained  two  votes,  one  candi- 
date dropped  out,  and  the  others  all  lost  ground. 

This  routine  was  about  to  continue  to  another 
tally  when  John  Randolph  of  Roanoke  inter- 
rupted the  procedure.  No  longer  the  power  he 
once  was  in  the  House  Chamber,  he  was  still  lis- 
tened to  when  he  implicated  Van  Zandt  as  one 
of  the  assistant  clerks  who  in  the  previous  Con- 
gress had  not  properly  maintained  the  secrecy 
of  a closed  session  of  the  House  of  Represent- 
atives. Thus  accused  of  impropriety  with  confi- 
dential matters.  Van  Zandt,  then  acting  as  Clerk 
of  the  House,  requested  permission  to  speak  in 
his  own  defense.  The  Speaker  of  the  House 
turned  down  this  request  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  set  a new^  and  unusual  precedent.  The  Rep- 
resentatives then  defeated  motions  to  investigate 
the  charge.  They  went  directly  to  another  ballot 
in  which  Magruder  jumped  to  first  place  with 
52  votes,  James  Elliot  went  to  second  place  with 
27  votes,  and  Van  Zandt  fell  back  to  third  with 
only  16  votes.  Another  vote  was  immediately 
taken,  and  Magruder  finally  won  the  trials  with 
72  votes.  The  tellers  did  not  even  bother  to  an- 
nounce the  tallies  of  the  other  candidates. 

Apparently  Magruder  was  simply  the  acci- 
dental beneficiary  of  Randolph’s  real  concern 
over  Van  Zandt’s  ability  to  meet  the  obligations 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  House.  The  Representatives 
must  have  agreed  with  Randolph,  or  they  would 
not  have  so  cpiickly  refused  Van  Zandt’s  plea  for 
a hearing  on  the  accusation.  Later,  when  Van 
Zandt  applied  for  a position  with  the  Senate, 
John  Quincy  Adams  argued  that  he  was  unfit 
for  a position  with  that  body.^'^ 

Also,  still  on  the  26th,  the  day  of  Magruder’s 
victory  in  the  House,  three  Congressmen  sug- 
gested his  name  to  Jefferson  as  a likely  choice  for 
the  position  of  Librarian  of  Congress.  These  Re- 
publicans, Willis  Alston,  Jr.,  and  Thomas  Kenan 
of  North  Carolina  and  John  Smilie  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, wrote  simply  in  the  only  known  applica- 
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tion  of  Magruder  for  this  position,  “Mr.  Ma- 
gruder  having  been  appointed  Clerk  of  the  H.  R. 
U.  S.  we  recommend  him  to  your  notice  as  a 
proper  person  to  be  appointed  librarian.” 

His  selection  was  not  as  automatic  as  it  might 
seem,  however.  Jefferson,  who  had  statutory  re- 
sponsibility for  appointing  the  Librarian  of  Con- 
gress, was  not  convinced  in  his  own  mind  that 
he  wanted  to  give  the  post  to  whoever  might  be 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives.  This 
doubt  arose  because  of  his  friendship  for  one  of 
Magruder’s  many  competitors  for  the  position. 
As  of  May  30  when  Jefferson  compiled  his  “Re- 
view of  Appointments  Wanting,”  there  were  13 
applicants  listed  for  the  vacancy  of  Librarian  in 
Washington.  Magruder’s  name  was  submitted  on 
October  26.  On  December  12,  1808,  long  after 
Jefferson  filled  the  vacancy,  he  received  an  ap- 
plication for  it  from  J.  Philip  Reibelt,  a French 
correspondent  of  his  who  was  trapped  in  New 
Orleans  by  the  embargo  and  needed  a job.^^ 

On  April  9,  1807,  the  day  after  Beckley,  the 
Clerk  and  Librarian,  died,  James  Kearney  of 
Washington  applied  for  the  Librarian’s  job.  He 
stressed  his  professional  education  and  his  train- 
ing as  Beckley’s  deputy.  Josias  W.  King,  who  had 
sought  the  position  in  1802  and  who  also  became 
a candidate  for  the  Clerkship  of  the  House, 
applied  again  for  the  Librarian’s  opening  on 
April  10.  In  his  application  he  reminded  the 
President  of  the  Congressmen  who  had  endorsed 
his  1802  application  and  that,  even  though  he 
had  not  received  the  appointment,  he  had  still 
had  care  of  the  Library  for  some  years  as  Beckley’s 
assistant.  The  same  day,  Caesar  A.  Rodney, 
Jefferson’s  attorney  general,  wrote  Jefferson 
among  other  matters  that  “Poor  Beckley  was 
buried  today.  Gov.  Clinton  requested  me  to  men- 
tion to  you  Mr.  Van  Zandt  as  his  [Beckley’s] 
successor  as  librarian.  The  V.  President  [Clinton] 
seems  anxious  on  the  subject.  . . .”  This  part 
of  Van  Zandt’s  application  took  the  same  indirect 
form  that  Magruder’s  application  for  the  posi- 
tion took  six  months  later.  Also,  he  was  to  be 
Magruder’s  closest  opponent  for  the  Clerkship 
when  the  House  convened  that  October. 

On  April  1 1 William  Mayne  Duncanson,  also 
of  Washington,  applied  for  the  position.  His  ap- 
plication merely  hinted  that  he  was  in  great 
financial  need.  Finally,  on  May  8,  after  news  of 
Beckley’s  death  spread  across  the  country,  a 


Josias  Wilson  King’s  application  for  the  position  of 
Librarian  of  Congress.  Photostat  in  Manuscript  Divi- 
sion of  original  in  National  Archives,  Record  Group 
59,  Applications  and  Recommendations  for  Public  Of- 
fice, 1797-1901. 

George  Clark  of  Greencastle,  Pa.,  wrote  Albert 
Gallatin,  Jefferson’s  secretary  of  the  treasury  and 
close  associate,  that  his  son-in-law.  Dr.  Patter- 
son, lived  in  Washington  and  could  use  the  job 
of  Librarian  of  Congress.^® 

The  Librarianship  paid  two  dollars  per  day. 
James  Kearney  in  his  letter  suggested  that  he  had 
independent  means  and  thus  could  devote  the 
necessary  time  to  the  Library  without  the  dis- 
tractions which  would  preoccupy  any  other  per- 
son applying  for  it.  Patterson  and  King  stressed 
their  need  for  the  income  from  the  position.  Dun- 
canson not  only  needed  the  money  but  was  also 
interested  in  using  the  collections,  which  meant  to 
him  that  “the  salary  tho  trifling,  will  be  doubled 
to  me  by  having  the  use  of  the  Library.”  This 
was  the  application  which  nearly  caused  the  Pres- 
ident to  break  the  precedent  he  had  set  when 
he  had  appointed  Beckley,  the  Clerk  of  the  House, 
to  the  additional  post  of  Librarian.  Jefferson  had 
nearly  appointed  Duncanson  marshal  of  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia  in  1801.  He  had  been  a loyal 
Republican  Washingtonian  from  the  days  when 
the  city  was  a Federalist  stronghold  and  in  the 
last  few  years  had  lost  his  independent  means  of 
wealth.  Unfortunately  for  him,  Jefferson  was  “a 
little  puzzled  . . . between  doubt  and  inclina- 
tion” over  whether  or  not  he  should  appoint 
Duncanson,  who  had  been  involved  in  Miranda’s 
filibustering  expedition  to  Venezuela  in  1806  and 
may  have  had  some  knowledge  of  Aaron  Burr’s 
conspiracies,  for  which  Burr  was  then  standing 
trial  in  Richmond.  Jefferson  knew  that  Duncan- 
son had  been  honest  but  was  worried  that  his 
appointment  would  not  be  popular  in  Congress. 

Jefferson  certainly  had  other  problems  on  his 
mind  as  he  commuted  between  Washington  and 
Monticello.  In  addition  to  the  Burr  trial,  that 
summer  saw  continuing  British  impressment  of 
American  seamen  and,  above  all,  the  unprovoked 
attack  of  the  British  warship  H.M.S.  Leopard 
on  the  U.S.  frigate  Chesapeake.  Apparently  Jef- 
ferson decided  not  to  risk  Duncanson’s  appoint- 
ment, and  it  \vas  not  until  James  Madison  ap- 
pointed George  Watterston  the  third  Librarian 
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of  Congress  in  March  1815  that  the  offices  of 
Clerk  and  Librarian  were  separated. 

Jefferson  did  not  act  until  after  Congress  con- 
vened that  October  and  elected  its  officials.  On 
November  6,  less  than  two  weeks  after  Magru- 
der’s  application  for  the  position  and  about  six 
months  after  the  bulk  of  the  other  applications 
were  submitted,  he  tersely  wrote  Magruder,  “I 
have  this  day  directed  a commission  to  be  made 
out  for  you  as  Librarian  of  Congress.  Mr.  Van 
Zandt  having  been  charged  pro  tern  with  the 
care  of  the  books  since  the  death  of  Mr.  Berkley, 
you  will  be  pleased  to  receive  that  charge  from 
him.” 

The  same  day,  the  President  also  wrote  to  Van 
Zandt,  “Considering  it  as  the  surest  course  for 
the  performance  of  my  duty  in  appointing  a 
keeper  to  the  library  of  Congress,  to  follow  their 
choice  in  the  selection  of  their  officers,  I have  con- 
ceived the  election  of  Mr.  Magruder  as  successor 
to  Mr.  Berkley  as  designating  him  also  as  his 
successor  as  Librarian.”  He  then  advised  Van 
Zandt  on  the  necessary  paperwork  for  him  to  re- 
ceive a salary  for  the  interim  period  he  had  spent 
in  charge  of  the  Library. 

Berkley  had  largely  delegated  the  day-to-day 
operations  of  the  Library  to  one  of  his  assistants, 


Thomas  Jefferson’s  letter  of  November  6,  1807,  to 
Magruder  informing  him  of  his  appointment  as  Li- 
brarian. Jefferson  Papers,  Manuscript  Division. 

On  November  6,  1807,  Jefferson  also  informed  Nich- 
olas Van  Zandt,  who  had  been  acting  as  Librarian 
since  Beckley’s  death,  that  Patrick  Magruder  was  to  take 
over  as  “keeper  to  the  Library  of  Congress.”  Jefferson 
Papers,  Manuscript  Division. 

as  the  two  of  Magruder’s  competitors  who  had 
been  assistants  pointed  out  in  their  letters  of 
application  for  the  job  of  Librarian.  Magruder 
continued  this  tradition  and  was  not  much  in- 
volved in  the  routine  of  the  Library  of  Congress. 
This,  of  course,  was  based  on  the  normal  practice 
in  libraries  at  the  time.  Librarians  were  regarded 
as  custodial  employees  whose  main  tasks  were  to 
shelve  and  to  circulate  books;  selection  and  pro- 
curement \vas  left  to  a committee  of  the  govern- 
ing board  of  the  institution  involved.  This  same 
committee,  as  a rule,  also  handled  the  hnancial 
affairs  of  the  library. So  by  delegating  some 
librarian’s  chores  to  one  of  his  assistants,  Magru- 
der was  not  neglecting  his  major  responsibilities. 

For  example,  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Library  of  Congress  published  reports  during  two 


45 


Patrick  Magruder 


rt'ix 


t i 


/ i ' Ah' ^ ^ 


f^ryi^z^gy-v-t  yn^  i}ts  hkzf  • Ju  v<a/^  cun^r^g^  J-m  ' 

>JJ ^rvzj  t'n  a pjyrnoyj^i/y\^  ^ ffi€>  2^ 

/ /}t  l/ ^ A.  ^ Ji^yn^  /'i^  /-;!(? 'n  Pj  'f' 'A/t/Cy  .V^ 


/ > 

i^i.  <f  ^Ax^y  y/}<f-tfy  Itp  9rv-r 


^fA^'M*//,  2j  , 
f Aj^  <x~e  ty 

'y  ryfc  'ijfy  -i 


r< 

/ 


cAkxf  . 

^^9  ^^fjL  ^ AjLs/iiyyx  dj  •'yr^  ^ ? y*df  yvf  (^<r  ’Xfxxjyy  y 1 9~tfy  9-rvy  / yyr.'/c 

^<f  ^0Cy  ^ A>c^rr^  ^A.4  zy  <s></  'AAJ^j  y ct^y  i x^r-i  i . 

A A 4 S~<y<'^  igS  L-y  -yzx  A-  yd  x 

ynA/td  ^zn  ^ 'nyA9  A'Jl^xiy^  f JxA  ' y i<  dy  4 tp  f Ay  ^/> 

i ArA^/u.xy\  ~e  . /X^  <y  y ^rjL^  exrrT^^  Yy\A^f  v G fyyj?  l-G/Yy-\^  9g -^y0hn  ^ yy  / 

//>rx/  ixOAAg  4\xrA'^  At  yytx  yyky&Apiy  \ Aix/t  AA\jx4  a'r  iAxirvij  / 

iycnxtAu.A'  yl  Om^AU  ^ . ^rr~  ^ 

JaLu^^i  4^yr^y^^rJr  dxjzA^  -{s  tf\JLy%ynA  Aary.  / vr  . 

/ ^ , y • ^ (J 

c/h^/^  A u~e//yx^  0'r\^  <9-c  /yncTi  rA  Aa  7r\x  . %/ y^/>  <" /-y  h / 


/A.y  k 

•^  ^ /5U  A~G  i f 


1 


jpi  <rrvt 


7 


a/Al  Aiy  4 A^AidyL  y hA  4 Cjkdf?  ^ y - 


/ 


i-'T' 


t/oyin^  AAtydl/kc  ^ 


/■ 


1 
/ 

i»  /? 

/-/'  /' 

^■/  '■'■ 


/ // 


y^  xf 


/"  y 


rv:-^ 


of  the  years  that  Magruder  was  Librarian^  1808 
and  1809.  These  reports  were  in  three  parts:  a 
letter  of  transmittal  signed  by  Senator  Samuel  L. 
Mitchill,  chairman  of  the  committee;  a list  of 
donations  received  by  the  Library  since  the  last 
list  was  published;  and  the  report  of  the  Treasury 
Department  auditor  on  the  account  of  Joseph 
Nourse,  the  committee’s  official  agent  for  the 
purchase  of  books.  James  Kearney,  who  was  ap- 
parently working  as  Magruder’s  assistant,  not 
having  received  the  post  of  Librarian  himself, 
signed  the  list  of  gifts  received  in  the  1808  report. 
The  next  report  did  not  contain  any  names  of 
Library  personnel  at  all.  The  emphasis  was  on 
book  selection  and  library  finances,  neither  being 
the  concern  of  the  Librarian. 


A major  preoccupation  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  the  Library  seems  to  have  been  the  actual 
selection  of  books  for  the  Library,  as  the  members 
of  the  committee  habitually  drew  the  funds  ap- 
propriated for  that  purpose  directly  from  the 
Treasury.  The  committee  decided  on  March  31, 
1806,  that  the  principal  part  of  the  purchase  fund 
should  be  spent  by  three  of  its  members,  during 
a recess,  in  collecting  books  in  Boston,  New  York, 
and  Philadelphia.  On  February  28,  1807,  the 
committee  met  without  a majority  present  and 
still  drew  its  annual  appropriation  out  of  the 
Treasury.  They  accomplished  this  by  obtaining 
the  signature  of  an  absent  member  and  then 
presenting  the  order  at  the  Treasury.  Again,  the 
sum  was  divided  three  ways  for  book  purchases. 
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At  a meeting  on  November  20,  1807,  they  di- 
vided up  the  chores  of  writing  the  annual  report, 
preparing  a new  book  catalog  of  the  Library’s 
holdings,  and  calling  on  the  President  to  discuss 
the  library  facilities.  There  is  no  mention  of  the 
Librarian  of  Congress  attending  any  of  these 
meetings. 

The  most  important  means  of  access  to  the 
contents  of  a library  before  the  development  of 
reference  services  and  the  card  catalog  was  its 
published  book  catalog.  The  first  Library  of  Con- 
gress published  book  catalog  came  out  in  1802, 
with  a supplement  in  1803.  The  next  catalog  ap- 
peared in  1804,  and  then  there  was  a hiatus  until 
the  40-page  1808  catalog  appeared,  tripling  the 
13-page  size  of  its  predecessor.  It  is  questionable 
to  what  extent  Magruder  involved  himself  in  the 
production  of  these  catalogs.  The  101-page  1812 
catalog,  listing  slightly  over  3,000  volumes  and 
maps,  abandoned  the  earlier  approach  of  orga- 
nizing the  books  by  size  and  instead  divided  them 
into  16  subject  and  two  form  categories,  making 
the  Library  of  Congress  the  sixth  library  in  the 
United  States  to  publish  this  more  helpful,  broad- 
ly classed  type  of  catalog.  It  was  beginning  to 
be  established  in  the  first  part  of  the  19th  cen- 
tury that  librarians,  rather  than  supervising  com- 
mittees or  boards,  were  responsible  for  compiling 
the  published  catalogs.  At  a Library  Committee 
meeting  of  November  20,  1807,  it  was  decided 
that  one  of  its  members.  Representative  Samuel 
W.  Dana  of  Connecticut,  would  superintend  “the 
making  and  printing  of  a new  list  of  the  books.” 
The  rules  of  the  Library  of  Congress  required  the 
Librarian  to  “preserve  due  lists  and  catalogues” 
of  the  books  under  his  care,  but  given  the  customs 
of  the  time  and  Magruder’s  sporadic  ill  health 
as  well  as  his  delegation  of  operational  control 
of  the  Library,  it  is  impossible  to  state  what  Ma- 
gruder’s role  might  have  been  in  the  production 
of  these  catalogs  other  than  his  routine  obligation 
as  Clerk  of  the  House  to  oversee  their  printing 
for  the  Joint  Committee  of  Congress. 

4 here  were  several  other  chan^'es  in  the  Li- 

O 

brary  during  this  period  of  Magruder’s  tenure. 
The  1808  catalog  promulgated  a set  of  rules  and 
regulations  for  the  governance  of  the  Library 
of  Congress.  These  rules,  revised  in  the  1812 
catalog,  spelled  out  the  procedures  for  the  rou- 
tine operations  of  the  Library.  They  held  the 
Librarian  responsible  for  circulating,  labeling, 


These  1808  rules  and  regulations  specify  the  duties  of 
the  Librarian  and  the  stringent  terms  under  which 
Congressmen  were  allowed  to  borrow  books.  Manu- 
script Division. 

shelving,  and  listing  the  books  as  well  as  keep- 
ing a record  of  all  expenses  related  to  the  Library 
which  were  authorized  by  law.  The  Librarian 
also  had  to  issue  to  and  receive  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Senate  and  the  Clerk  of  the  House 
at  the  beginning  and  end  of  each  session  complete 
sets  of  the  laws  and  journals  of  the  Congress 
deposited  in  the  Library  for  that  specific  purpose. 
This  clause  indicates  that  it  was  not  automati- 
cally assumed  in  these  regulations  that  the  Li- 
brarian of  Congress  would  always  be  the  Clerk  of 
the  House.  He  also  had  to  recover  any  books 
charged  out  to  any  Congressman  by  the  end  of 
the  session  in  which  they  were  charged  out,  as 
w ell  as  to  collect  any  overdue  fines.  His  fine 
money  was  to  be  turned  over  to  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  the  Library  when  they  should  request 
it.  Congress  in  these  years  continued  its  liberal 
circulation  policies  and  extended  the  privilege  of 
checking  books  out  of  the  Library  to  the  Agent 
of  the  Joint  Committee,  Joseph  Nourse,  and  to 
the  Justices  of  the  United  States  Supreme  Court. 
Congress  also  renewed  its  annual  $1,000  appro- 
priation for  the  purchase  of  books. 

Although  a Washingtonian  and  a congressional 
employee,  Magruder  retained  his  interest  in 
Montgomery  County  and  Georgetown  politics. 
On  December  4,  1807,  less  than  a month  after 
President  Jefferson  had  appointed  him  Librarian 
of  Congress,  he  wrote  Jefferson  from  his  clerk’s 
office  recommending  Benjamin  G.  Orr  for  ap- 
pointment to  the  vacant  position  of  marshal  of 
the  District  of  Columbia.  He  supported  Orr  as 
“My  fellow  laborer  in  the  cause  of  republicanism 
in  the  County  of  Montgomery.”  Attached  to  this 
letter  was  a petition  supporting  Magruder’s 
recommendation  from  12  prominent  Georgetown 
residents,  including  Patrick’s  brother,  George, 
two  former  mayors  of  that  city,  and  several  ex- 
militia officers.  This  practice  of  congressional  or 
other  political  support  for  an  applicant  for  a 
District  of  Columbia  office  was  quite  common. 
Nevertheless,  Washington  Boyd,  the  previous 
marshal’s  former  deputy,  was  chosen  for  this 
position. 

The  following  October,  along  with  six  prom- 
inent District  residents,  Magruder  signed  a peti- 
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RULES 

AND 

REGULATIONS 


To  be  observed  in  the  Library 


OF  Congress^ 


I.  THE  Library  shall  be  opened  every  day  during  the  session  of  Congress,  and  for  one 
week  preceding  and  subsequent  thereto,  Sundays  excepted,  from  nine  o’clock  in  the  morn- 
ing, to  three  o’clock  in  the  afternoon,  and  from  five  o’clock  to  seven  in  the  evening. 

II.  IN  the  recess  of  Congress,  it  shall  be  opened  three  days  in  every  week,  during  the 
hours  aforesaid,  to  wit  on  Tuesday,  Thursday  and  Saturday, 

III.  IT  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Librarian  to  label  and  number  the  Books,  place  thena 
on  the  shelves,  and  preserve  due  lists  and  catalogues  of  the  same.  He  shall  also  keep  due 
account  and  register  of  all  issues  and  returns  of  books  as  the  same  shall  be  made,  together 
■with  regular  accounts  of  all  expences  incident  to  the  said  Library,  and  which  are  authoriz- 
ed by  law. 

IV.  BOOKS,  to  be  issued  by  the  Librarian  pursuant  to  law,  shall  be  returned  as 
follow^s : 

A Folio,  'mi thin  three  ) 

A ^arto,  nvithin  tvjo  > Wxek, 

An  Octavo  or  Duodecimo,  voithin  one  ) 

And  no  member  shall  receive  more  than  one  folio,  one  quarto,  of  tw^o  octavo’s  or  duode- 
cimo’s, w'ithin  the  terms  aforesaid,  unless  where  so  connected  as  to  be  otherwise  useless. 

FOR  all  books  issued,  a receipt  or  nbte  s|iall  be  given,  of  double  the  value  thereof, 
as  near  as  can  be  estimated, ^conditioned  tbTeturn  the  same,  undefeced  within  the  ternv 
above  mentioned,  or  to  forfeit  the  amount  of  such  note  ; at  the  expiration  of  which,  unless 
application  has  been  made  by  another  person  for  the  same  book,  , and  the  Librarian  requested 
to  take  a memorandum  thereof,  the  said  Librarian,  upon  the  books  being  produced  to  him, 
• may  renew  the  issue  of  the  same  for  the  time  and  on  the  conditions  aforesaid  : Provided, 
That  every  receipt  or  note  shall  contain  a further  forfeiture  or  penalty  for  every  day’s  detent 
tion  of  a book  beyond  the  specified  term,  tliat  is  to  say  : for 

A Folio — three  dollars  per  day. 

A Scyarto — two  dollars  per  day. 

An  Octavo — one  dollar  per  day Which  forfeiture  or  penalty  may,  for  good 

cause,  be  remitted  by  the  President  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  the  time  being,  in  w'hole  or  in  part,  as  the  case  may  require. 

VI.  WHEN  a member  shall  prefer  to  take  a book  for  the  limited  time,  without  removing 
it  from  the  Library^  he  shall  be  allowed  to  do  so  without  giving  a receipt  or  note  for  the 
same,  and  to  preserve  his  priority  for  the  use  of  such  book  for  the  time  limited,  in  like 
manner  as  if  he  had  withdrawn  the  book  from  the  Library,  and  given  a receipt  or  note  there- 
for. And  the  Librarian  shall  keep  due  account  and  entry  of  all  such  cases. 

VII.  BOOKS  returned  shall  be  delivered  to  the  Librarian,  to  be  examined  whether 
damaged  or  not. 

VIII.  IF  a book  be  returned  damaged,  the  party  returning  it  shall  not  be  entitled  to  re- 
ceive another  until  the  damage  for  the  first  shall  be  satisfied. 

IX.  NO  book  shall  be  issued  within  one  week  of  the  termination  of  any  session  of  Con- 
gress. 

X.  ALL  books  shall  be  returned  three  days  before  the  close  of  a session,  whether  the 
{time  allowed  for  the  use  thereof  be  expired  or  not,. 
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tion  which  asked  JefTerson  to  find  an  appoint- 
ment for  James  H.  Blake,  of  Georgetown,  a 
long-time  Republican  who  had  become  poor 
through  investing  in  District  of  Columbia  real 
estate  at  the  wrong  times.  The  result  of  this  peti- 
tion is  not  known,  but  Dr.  Blake  did  recover  suffi- 
ciently from  his  losses  to  join  some  of  the  most 
socially  acceptable  Washingtonians  in  planning 
President  Madison’s  inaugural  ball  the  following 
A4arch.^^ 

On  May  22,  1809,  the  11th  Congress  convened, 
and  Magruder  automatically  came  up  for  re- 
election  as  Clerk  of  the  House.  He  handily  won 
his  position  on  the  first  ballot  with  63  votes  to 
38  for  his  nearest  competitor,  Daniel  G.  Brent,  a 
friend  of  Jefferson’s  and  the  man  who  had  va- 
cated the  position  of  marshal  of  the  District  in 
the  winter  of  1807  to  become  the  chief  clerk  of 
the  State  Department.  Nicholas  B.  Van  Zandt, 
Magruder’s  principal  rival  in  1807  at  the  time  of 
the  10th  Congress,  came  in  third  with  14  votes, 
and  there  were  two  other  minor  candidates.  On 
November  4,  1811,  at  the  start  of  the  12th  “War 
Hawk”  Congress,  Magruder  won  reelection  with- 
out any  recorded  opposition  at  all.  Patrick 
Magruder  came  up  for  his  fourth  election  bid  as 
Clerk  of  the  House  on  May  24,  1813.  The  13th 
Congress  then  reelected  him  Clerk  with  1 1 1 votes, 
and  just  as  had  happened  two  years  earlier, 
stenographers  in  the  House  did  not  even  bother 
to  record  his  opposition. 

On  May  30,  1811,  Patrick  married  Martha 
Goodwyn,  the  eldest  daughter  of  Col.  Peterson 
Goodwyn,  a Democrat  who  had  been  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  when  Magruder  was  a 
member  and  who  continued  to  serve  m that  body 
until  his  death  on  February  21,  1818.  The  mar- 
riage ceremony  was  conducted  at  his  father-in- 
law  s plantation  “Sweden,”  near  Petersburg,  Va., 
and  it  was  there  that  Patrick  Magruder  and  his 
wife  settled  after  he  resigned  his  congressional 
posts  in  1815.  They  had  two  children,  Adelina 
Virginia  and  Napoleon  Bonaparte.  Both  before 
and  after  his  marriage,  Magruder  was  occa- 
sionally seen  at  presidential  parties,  and  after 
their  marriage,  Martha  accompanied  him  to  these 
functions. 

The  Clerk/Librarian  was  active  in  local  Ma- 
sonic affairs.  He  belong  to  the  old  Federal  Lodge 
No.  15  of  the  Maryland  Grand  Lodge  and  was  a 
delegate  to  the  meeting  of  the  Georgetown  and 


Washington  Lodges  which  established  the  inde- 
pendent Grand  Lodge  of  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia. When  Lodge  No.  15  was  reconstituted  as 
Federal  Lodge  No.  1 of  the  District  of  Columbia 
in  February  1811,  Magruder  served  as  its  first 
junior  warden.  In  addition,  the  Magruders  had 
an  informal  but  active  social  life  because  of  their 
proximity  to  the  Library  of  Congress,  which  also 
served  as  a Capitol  Hill  social  facility. 

In  December  1813  Magruder’s  ill  health  re- 
turned, and  on  the  ninth,  three  days  after  the 
opening  of  the  second  session  of  the  13th  Con- 
gress, the  House  of  Representatives  voted  ap- 
proval of  George  Magruder,  his  brother  and  his 
chief  clerk  in  the  Office  of  the  Clerk,  as  acting 
Clerk  of  the  House. 

On  August  24,  1814,  Patrick  Magruder  was  on 
sick  leave  at  the  Springs  of  Virginia,  having  left 
Washington  toward  the  end  of  July.  On  the  eve- 
ning of  that  August  date,  the  British  army  cap- 
tured the  city  of  Washingon  and  burned  the 
United  States  Capitol  and  with  it  the  Library  of 
Congress.  President  James  Madison  immediately 
called  Congress  into  session,  convening  it  on  Sep- 
tember 19,  1814.  Magruder,  back  in  Washington 
by  then,  wrote  the  Speaker  of  the  House  the  next 
day.  He  reported  the  destruction  of  not  only  the 
Library  but  also  the  vouchers  which  proved  that 
he  had  properly  spent  the  government  funds  en- 
trusted to  his  office.  He  asked  for  a congressional 
investigation  into  both  the  conduct  of  his  office 
before  the  fire  and  his  accounts  and  the  handling 
of  the  funds  for  which  he  was  responsible.  The 
Speaker  promptly  appointed  a select  committee, 
chaired  by  Joseph  Pearson  of  North  Carolina,  to 
investigate  the  circumstances  discussed  in  Mag- 
ruder’s letter.^^ 

Magruder  had  appended  to  his  letter  a state- 
ment which  he  had  received  on  September  15 
from  J.  T.  Frost,  who  had  charge  of  the  Library 
of  Congress  for  Magruder,  and  one  of  his  clerks, 
Samuel  Burch.  This  letter  set  forth  the  basic  facts 
about  the  destruction  of  the  office  records  and 
the  books  of  the  Library. 

Washington  had  appeared  peaceful  and  safe 
when  Magruder  left  the  city,  they  claimed.  But  on 
August  19,  the  entire  militia  had  been  called  up 
for  service,  and  all  the  clerks,  except  the  overage 
Frost,  responded.  Two  days  later,  in  the  field. 
Col.  George  Magruder,  Patrick’s  chief  clerk,  ar- 
ranged to  have  Burch  furloughed  to  return  to  the 
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Capitol  to  assist  Frost  if  it  became  necessary  to 
evacuate  the  records.  George  Magruder  ordered 
them  not  to  begin  packing  their  records  until  the 
clerks  at  the  War  Department  began  to  evacuate 
their  hies.  On  noon  of  the  22d,  Burch  and  Frost 
discovered  that  the  War  Department  staff  had 
already  been  evacuating  their  hies  for  a day.  Frost 
immediately  began  packing  the  records,  while 
Burch  went  in  search  of  transportation.  Having 
started  after  the  army  and  the  government  agen- 
cies had  cornered  most  of  the  available  wagons  in 
the  city  and  when  private  citizens  were  heeing  in 
those  that  were  left,  all  Burch  could  acquire  was 
the  use  of  a cart  and  four  oxen  from  a man  who 
lived  six  miles  from  the  city.  They  set  to  work 
and  were  able  to  evacuate  most  of  their  valuable 
items  nine  miles  into  the  country.  Finally,  on  the 


An  artist’s  conception  of  the  British  using  Library  books 
to  kindle  the  fire  in  the  Capitol,  published  more  than 
50  years  after  the  event.  From  Harper’s  New  Monthly 
Magazine  46  [December  1872)  : 44. 

morning  of  the  Battle  of  Bladensburg,  they  were 
forced  to  stop  work.  After  the  battle.  Frost  was 
able  to  move  some  of  the  remaining  records  into 
a nearby  house  just  to  get  them  out  of  the  Capitol. 
Unfortunately,  the  British  also  set  hre  to  this 
house. 

Especially  unfortunate  for  Patrick  Magruder 
was  their  neglect  of  his  hscal  records,  although 
they  saved  almost  all  the  other  papers.  As  they 
reported. 

We  regret  very  much  the  loss  of  your  private  ac- 
counts and  vouchers,  amongst  which  . . . were  the 
receipts  and  accounts  of  the  expenditure  of  the  con- 
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tingent  moneys  of  the  House  of  Representatives;  they 
were  in  the  private  drawer  of  Mr.  George  Magruder, 
which  being  locked,  and  the  key  not  in  our  possession, 
we  delayed  to  break  it  open  until  the  last  extremity, 
after  which  it  escaped  our  recollection. 

This  loss  included  all  of  Congress’  financial  rec- 
ords relating  to  the  Library  of  Congress.  The 
loss  of  the  Library  of  Congress  financial  records 
was  not  a concern  of  Magruder’ s,  however,  be- 
cause the  Joint  Committee  which  controlled  the 
purchase  fund  had  always  dealt  directly  with 
an  agent  at  the  Treasury  Department,  and  they 
simply  asked  him  to  reconstruct  these  records  as 
best  he  could  from  the  preserved  Treasury  files.^^ 
Through  the  fall  and  winter,  as  this  select  com- 
mittee deliberated,  the  executive  departments 
reported  their  losses  to  Congress,  as  requested, 
noting  that  all  of  their  useful  current  records  had 
been  preserved  in  every  case.  Apparently  of  all 
the  government  agencies,  Magruder’s  office  was 


the  most  impaired  by  the  British  destruction. 
The  committee  reported  on  December  12,  1814. 
It  had  divided  its  investigation  into  three  subjects. 

The  first  was  the  availability  of  transportation 
for  the  removal  of  the  records  of  the  House  for 
safekeeping.  It  secured  reports  from  the  Treas- 
ury, War,  and  Navy  Departments  on  how  they 
had  managed  to  save  their  records.  It  then  con- 
cluded on  this  point  that  the  clerks  of  the  House 
had  not  even  begun  to  make  any  effort  to  save 
their  records  until  the  afternoon  of  August  22, 
about  the  time  that  the  other  agencies  were  com- 
pleting their  evacuations  started  two  and  one-half 
days  earlier. 

The  committee  did  not  go  into  the  nature  of 
Magruder’s  indisposition  which  required  him  to 
leave  Washington  at  that  serious  time,  but  for 
its  second  conclusion  it  obseiwed,  “due  precau- 
tion and  diligence  were  not  exercised  to  prevent 
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“A  View  of  the  Capitol  of  the  United  States  after  the 
Conflagration  of  24th  August  1814/’  by  IV.  Strickland 
after  G.  Munger.  Construction  of  the  Capitol  was  not 
complete — the  two  wings  had  not  been  permanently 
joined — when  the  fire  destroyed  much  of  the  interior. 
Prints  and  Photographs  Division. 

the  destruction  and  loss  which  has  been 
sustained.” 

The  Congressmen  devoted  most  of  their  at- 
tention to  Magruder’s  financial  records,  inas- 
much as  these  were  the  only  important  files  not 
saved  from  the  British.  They  accepted  the  reports 
of  the  destruction  of  the  records  as  true  but  were 
greatly  annoyed  at  Magruder’s  resistance  to  their 
reconstruction  of  his  accounts.  He  disclaimed  any 
knowledge  of  the  financial  affairs  of  his  office 
and  referred  the  committee  to  George  Ma- 
gruder, his  chief  clerk,  who  in  turn  refused  to 
identify  his  specific  accounts  and  the  expendi- 
tures made  in  each  one.  George  Magruder  ad- 
mitted receiving  $50,863.16  from  the  Treasury 
and  claimed,  in  a three-line  statement,  routine 
expenditures  of  $45,000  and  congressional  news- 
paper subscriptions  of  roughly  $3,000,  leaving  an 
unaccounted  sum  of  $2,863.16. 

Patrick  and  George  Magruder  had  other  fi- 
nancial problems  at  this  time.  Patrick  was  sued  by 
Buller  Cocke,  a local  politician  and  innkeeper, 
for  $593.44  that  November.  George  had  borrowed 
that  sum  from  Patrick  and  given  him  a prom- 
issory note  for  it.  Patrick  in  turn  had  endorsed 
the  note  over  to  Cocke,  who,  in  due  course, 
presented  it  for  payment  at  the  appropriate  time. 
George  Magruder  refused  payment,  and  follow- 
ing the  procedure  of  the  era,  Cocke  sued  Patrick 
Magruder  and  in  the  winter  of  1816  won  a $1,000 
judgment  against  him.^® 

Against  this  background,  the  committee  felt 
that  George  Magruder’s  report  was  “great  and 
unprecedented”  in  terms  of  its  expenditures  and 
unsatisfactory  in  terms  of  specific  details.  The 
committeemen  then  examined  the  books  of  the 
Magruders’  checking  accounts  and  the  records 
of  their  principal  suppliers,  interviewed  other 
House  staff  members,  and  compared  these  fig- 
ures with  the  amount  Patrick  Magruder  had 
satisfactorily  accounted  for  when  he  had  last  set- 
tled his  accounts  at  the  Treasury  in  January  1814. 
This  tabulation  revealed,  among  other  things, 
that  Mr.  Frost  had  been  paid  $20  at  periodic 
intervals  for  his  work  in  the  Library  of  Congress, 


which  was  considered  additional  to  his  duties 
as  a clerk  in  the  House.  Also,  Roger  Weightman, 
who  held  most  of  the  House’s  printing  contracts 
in  this  period,  noted  on  a duplicate  receipt  that 
he  gave  the  committee  that  once  when  he  had 
needed  money  to  pay  a subcontractor,  Patrick 
had  paid  him  out  of  George’s  checking  account 
at  the  Bank  of  Washington. 

In  its  analysis,  the  committee  confirmed  the 
sum  of  $50,863.16  as  the  amount  to  be  accounted 
for.  It  then  computed  $30,988.57/2  as  the  total 
wliich  Patrick  Magruder  might  properly  have 
spent  in  the  period  for  which  the  vouchers  were 
destroyed  and  asked  that  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, by  resolution,  credit  him  for  that 
amount.  He  still  had  to  account  for  the  remaining 
$19,874.58/.  The  House  ordered  this  report 
printed  but  took  no  other  action  at  that  time.^*^ 
Patrick  Magruder  lost  no  time  replying  to  this 
report.  Five  days  after  its  release,  on  December 
17,  1814,  he  answered  its  charges.  He  first  de- 
fended his  absence  both  in  terms  of  his  health, 
because  his  physicians  advised  him  to  leave  Wash- 
ington for  the  Springs,  and  in  terms  of  the  calm- 
ness of  the  city.  No  one  at  that  time  had  expected 
a British  assault  on  the  Capital.  Magruder  next 
answered  the  charge  of  lack  of  planning.  He 
furnished  documentation  that  all  of  his  staff,  with 
the  exception  of  old  Mr.  Frost,  had  been  called 
up  for  active  service,  with  his  chief  assistant 
George  Magruder  actually  serving  as  a regimen- 
tal commander.  Thus,  they  could  not  have  moved 
his  files  to  safety  until  one  of  them,  Burch,  was 
released  for  that  purpose.  The  executive  depart- 
ment heads,  he  continued,  could  start  evacuating 
earlier  because  they  were  better  informed  than 
liis  office  clerks.  Furthermore,  most  of  their  clerks 
were  over  45  years  old  and  thus  had  remained 
in  their  offices  and  could  spend  their  time  pack- 
ing rather  than  in  military  service.  The  embattled 
Clerk  devoted  most  of  his  attention  to  his  finan- 
cial arrangements.  He  defended  his  ignorance  of 
the  handling  of  money  in  his  office  as  being  stand- 
ard procedure  in  all  the  departments  wherein  the 
principal  clerk  handled  the  records  although  the 
head  of  the  office  signed  for  the  authenticity  of 
the  expenditures.  Furthermore,  he  claimed  that 
the  House  Committee  on  Accounts  had  approved 
all  of  his  expenses.  He  reiterated  that  if  only  the 
vouchers  had  not  been  destroyed,  he  could  prove 
all  of  his  expenditures.  Neither  he  nor  George 
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Magruder  could  remember  all  their  payments, 
but  they  hoped  that  an  advertisement  in  the  local 
paper  asking  their  contractors  to  submit  duplicate 
receipts  might  clear  up  this  matter  to  Congress’ 
satisfaction. 

The  House  took  Magruder’s  reply  under  con- 
sideration, and  Congressman  Pearson’s  select 
committee  formally  answered  it  on  January  16, 
1815.  The  committee  clarified  its  criticisms  of 
Magruder.  It  emphasized  that  in  regard  to  the 
absence  of  the  clerks,  the  problem  was  in  the 
failure  to  provide  the  means  of  transportation 
for  removing  the  records.  This  was  a task  which 
Mr.  Frost  either  could  have  done  himself  or 
could  have  hired  someone  from  outside  the  staff 
to  do.  By  referring  to  the  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee inquiring  into  the  causes  of  the  invasion  of 
the  city,  the  members  emphatically  disagreed 
with  the  Magruders’  contention  that  the  city  was 
in  no  danger  that  summer. 

Again  devoting  the  bulk  of  the  report  to  Ma- 
gruder’s fiscal  records,  the  committee  comimented 
that  Magruder’s  letter  did  not  provide  any  new 
information  but  consisted  of  “inferences  derived, 
in  most  respects,  from  incorrect  premises,  and 
from  information  given  by  his  chief  clerk,  and 
not  from  any  information  of  his  own.”  It  seemed 
that  the  Committee  of  Accounts  had  approved 
Magruder’s  drawing  advances  from  the  Trea- 
sury so  that  he  could  make  advances  on  his  con- 
tracts and  in  general  meet  his  bills  in  advance  of 
settlement  and  audit  when  necessary.  Thus  they 
hadn’t  always  approved  his  expenses  as  he  had 
claimed.  Furthermore,  there  were  errors  in  what 
specifications  Magruder  did  present  to  the  com- 
mittee, e.g.,  at  least  one  messenger  was  paid  for 
one  month  longer  than  the  session  for  which  he 
had  been  hired.  More  importantly,  several  thou- 
sands of  dollars  worth  of  bills  which  the  Magru- 
ders claimed  had  been  paid  with  the  missing 
vouchers  had  been  paid  the  previous  year  when 
George  Magruder  had  last  had  his  account 
audited  and  settled  at  the  Treasury  Department. 
The  committee  went  on  to  note  that  Magruder 
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had  paid  many  of  his  1813  bills  at  the  last  min- 
ute so  that  at  the  time  of  his  January  1814  audit 
and  settlement,  he  could  properly  report  the  ex- 
penditure of  his  funds.  Even  then,  he  was  still 
holding  $6,000  for  which  he  could  not  provide 
the  proper  receipts.  The  Magruders  had  even 
been  unable  to  tell  the  committee  which  bank  this 


balance  was  in.  This  was  information  the  com- 
mittee had  had  to  determine  by  investigation. 
Furthermore,  George  Magruder  was  unable  to 
describe  any  one  bill  he  had  paid  between  Jan- 
uary 15,  1814,  when  with  the  $6,000  balance  still 
outstanding  he  drew  another  $10,000,  and 
March  12,  when  he  drew  another  $9,288.29 
allegedly  for  the  payment  of  outstanding  ac- 
counts. This  was  a total  of  almost  $26,000  he 
had  held  in  a period  when  he  could  not  prove 
or  even  describe  any  payments  made  against  this 
fund.  In  fact,  the  committee  believed  that  more 
than  $4,000  of  this  sum  had  been  “applied  to 
private  uses.”  At  the  end  of  this  analysis  the 
committee  again  recommended  that  Magruder 
be  credited  for  $30,668.78  at  the  Treasury  De- 
partment, a sum  slightly  less  than  they  had  pre- 
viously recommended,  and  that  this  report  be 
filed  in  the  auditor’s  office  at  the  Treasury.^'^ 

On  January  19,  three  days  after  this  report  was 
filed,  the  House  of  Representatives  accepted  it, 
after  a long  but  unrecorded  debate,  and  agreed 
not  only  to  credit  Magruder  with  the  $30,668.78 
of  the  funds  he  had  drawn  from  the  Treasury^  but 
also  to  allow  him  credit  for  any  of  the  balance  of 
$20,194.78  still  outstanding  which  at  any  time 
he  could  prove  that  he  had  properly  paid  out. 
Two  days  later,  on  Saturday,  January  21,  1815, 
Representative  James  Clark  of  Kentucky  intro- 
duced a resolution  which  simply  stated  that  Pat- 
rick Magruder  should  be  removed  from  office 
and  a new  Clerk  elected  on  Monday.  The  House 
tabled  this  resolution  until  Monday.  Several  Con- 
gressmen spoke  on  both  sides  of  this  resolution 
to  remove  Magruder  from  his  Clerkship.  Unfor- 
tunately this  debate  was  not  recorded,  only  sum- 
marized. Magruder’s  opponents  charged  him 
with  neglect  in  confiding  his  contingent  fund  to 
his  deputies  and  being  ignorant  of  their  actions. 
His  defenders  simply  based  their  arguments  on 
his  “unimpeachable  character  and  general  good 
conduct.”  Congressman  Goodwyn  of  Virginia, 
his  father-in-law  who  had  once  been  accused  and 
later  acquitted  of  similar  misconduct  when  sheriff 
of  Dinwiddie  County,  was  not  recorded  as  speak- 
ing out  on  either  side  of  the  issue.  He  was  at  that 
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time  boarding  with  his  son-in-law.  The  House 
voted  71  to  7 1 on  postponement  of  this  resolution 
for  a week,  and  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  Lang- 
don  Gheves  of  South  Carolina,  cast  the  deciding 
vote  in  favor  of  delay.^® 
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This  resolution  ^vas  not  debated  again,  how- 
ever, because  on  January  28,  1815,  Patrick  Ma- 
gruder resigned  the  office  of  Clerk  of  the  House 
and  by  inference  also  the  office  of  Librarian  of 
Congress.  He  stated  that  he  could  defend  him- 
self against  the  report  and  that  there  were  errors 
in  its  financial  statements,  but  he  did  not  feel 
that  at  his  age  he  should  hav^e  to  explain  his 
conduct.  He  had  been  tried  without  opportunity 
to  defend  himself  and  did  not  expect  to  benefit 
by  an  appeal  to  “those  who  have  already  pro- 
nounced judgment  against  him.”  Magruder  had 
been  in  public  life  from  the  age  of  18  and  had  not 
expected  this  end  to  what  he  felt  had  been  an 
honorable  career. 

The  House  read  and  tabled  Magruder’s  res- 
ignation the  same  day  he  presented  it.  On  Janu- 
ary 30,  without  further  official  action  on 
Magruder’s  resignation,  they  elected  Thomas 
Dougherty  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives 
and  then  began  considering  legislation  to  require 
the  Clerk  to  give  bond  for  the  performance  of 
his  duties.^®  In  March  President  Madison  sepa- 
rated the  offices  when  he  appointed  as  the  third 
Librarian  of  Congress  George  Watterston,  whose 
wife  Maria  Shanley  was  a cousin  of  Patrick 
Magruder’s. 

Thus,  it  was  not  the  destruction  of  the  Library 
of  Congress  and  Congress’  resultant  indignation 


that  caused  Magruder,  the  second  Librarian 
of  Congress,  to  lose  his  position,  as  at  least  one 
historian  has  maintained. Rather,  it  was  the 
question  of  impropriety  in  the  use  of  his  con- 
tingent fund  which  forced  his  indignant  resigna- 
tion. Magruder,  perhaps  realizing  something  was 
wrong  when  he  returned  to  Washington,  had 
raised  this  question  himself  when  it  was  dis- 
covered that  his  records  had  been  accidentally 
left  behind  for  the  British  to  destroy.  Congress, 
already  in  a questioning  mood  after  the  Ameri- 
can defeat  at  Bladensburg,  had  simply,  perhaps 
to  Magruder’s  surprise,  followed  through  on  his 
request  for  an  investigation. 

On  December  29,  1815,  several  months  after 
Patrick  Magruder  left  Washington  to  settle  on 
his  wife’s  family  plantation  “Sweden,”  the  audi- 
tor of  the  Treasury  closed  his  books  on  Magru- 
der’s account  with  the  entry  that  Magruder  owed 
the  United  States  $18,167.09  in  funds  that  he  had 
withdrawn  from  the  Treasury  but  had  not  ac- 
counted for.  In  February  1816,  the  federal  gov- 
ernment filed  suit  against  Magruder  for  this 
sum.  There  is  no  record  of  this  case  ever  com- 
ing to  trial,  however.^"  Martha  G.  Magruder  died 
on  March  31,  1816.  Less  than  four  years  later, 
on  December  24,  1819,  Patrick  Magruder  died 
and  was  buried  at  “Sweden”  with  his  second 
wife.^^ 
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/n  his  letter  to  President  Madison  accepting  the  ap- 
pointment as  Librarian,  W atterston  wastes  no  time  in 
voicing  the  first  of  his  numerous  appeals  for  adequate 
Library  facilities.  James  M adison  papers,  M anuscript 
D ivision. 
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by  William  Matheson 


Steady  employment  was  not  a conspicuous  fea- 
ture of  the  careers  of  the  earliest  Librarians  of 
Congress.  Patrick  Magruder  resigned  his  office 
on  January  28,  1815,  in  the  face  of  charges  that 
he  had  neglected  his  duty.^  His  successor,  George 
Watterston,  served  from  March  21,  1815,  until 
his  partisan  involvement  in  politics  brought  his 
term  to  an  abrupt  end  on  May  28,  1829.  Unlike 
his  predecessors,  Watterston  did  not  have  to  con- 
tend with  dual  duties  as  Clerk  of  the  House  and 
Librarian  of  Congress.  The  first  holder  of  the 
office  to  be  able  to  devote  full  time  to  his  duties, 
he  is  sometimes  called  the  first  Librarian  of 
Congress. 

George  Watterston  was  controversial  through- 
out his  tenure — critical  (even  of  the  Congress- 
men he  served),  thin-skinned,  outspoken,  and 
strongly  partisan.  His  wide  interests  frequently 
took  time  away  from  his  library  duties  and  left 
him  open  to  criticism.  Though  the  records  sur- 
viving from  this  early  period  in  the  Library’s 
history  are  fragmentary,  the  tone  of  the  man  is 
consistent  throughout  these  fragments.  He  was 
a man  of  contradictions — unlovable  in  many 
ways,  but  with  close  family  ties;  venomous  to  his 
enemies  (of  which  he  had  an  imposing  number) , 
but  loyal  to  his  friends;  possessing  the  predispo- 


sition of  a dilettante  but  capable  of  significant 
accomplishment.  The  Library  of  Congress  in  the 
years  he  spent  in  office  had  an  equally  contradic- 
tory history.  Although  Watterston  served  with- 
out even  one  budgeted  assistant  for  13  of  his  15 
years  in  the  Library,  he  faced  many  of  the  prob- 
lems which,  in  enormously  magnified  form,  con- 
tinue to  be  central  concerns  to  this  day. 

The  basic  source  of  information  on  Watter- 
ston’s  career,  and  indeed  on  all  aspects  of  the 
Library’s  early  history,  is  William  Dawson  John- 
ston’s 1904  History  of  the  Library  of  Congress.^ 
In  writing  his  book  Johnston  leaned  heavily  on 
the  Watterston  papers,  which  were  presented  to 
the  Library  by  David  Watterston  in  1901.  The 
papers,  which  consist  of  three  bound  volumes  of 
letters  and  memoranda  and  two  small  manu- 
script volumes,  are  central  to  any  consideration 
of  Watterston’s  life  and  career  but  frustratingly 
incomplete.  Since  the  publication  of  Johnston’s 
History,  a few  additional  pieces  of  information 
have  come  to  light.  They  seem  to  indicate  that 
Watterston’s  hold  on  his  position  was  at  all  times 
more  tenuous  than  Johnston’s  account  suggests 
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and  his  personality  more  abrasive.  Anne  Royall’s 
description  of  Watterston  in  her  Sketches  pre- 
sents him  as  a more  serene  and  s^entle  man  than 

O 

other  evidence  supports : 

Mr.  W.  is  a man  of  good  size,  neither  spare  nor  robust ; 
he  is  a fine  figure,  and  possessed  of  some  personal 
beauty;  his  complexion  fair,  his  countenance  striking, 
shows  genius  and  deep  penetration,  marked  with 
gravity,  though  manly  and  commanding.  A sweet 
serenity  diflfuses  itself  over  his  countenance,  which  no 
accident  can  ruffle;  and  under  the  veil  of  retiring 
modesty,  discovers  his  blushing  honors  thick  upon  him.^ 

This  is  quite  a tribute  from  a woman  known 
better  for  a sharp  tongue  than  for  flattering  de- 
scriptions. Her  saying  a few  sentences  before  that 
“he  does  not  appear  to  be  over  twenty-five  at  this 
time”  (he  was,  in  fact,  41 ) leads  me  to  doubt  her 
powers  of  observation. 

In  The  Story  U p to  Now  David  Mearns  pro- 
vides the  following  characterization  of  Watter- 
ston : 

[He]  was  not  a person  graciously  to  receive  guidance 
nor  was  he  thick-skinned  enough  to  accept  rebuke 
without  deep  and  vituperative  resentment.  It  may  be 
that  his  was  the  most  treacherous  of  attributes:  a sense 
of  superiority.^ 

There  are  many  evidences  of  Watterston’s  sense 
of  superiority  and  resulting  bitterness.  In 
Wanderer  in  Washington  he  puts  feelings,  which 
are  surely  his,  in  the  mouth  of  a character: 

Because  I am  but  a scribe,  and  a scribe  makes  a very 
small  figure  in  the  estimation  of  a member  of  congress 
or  his  lady.  We  of  the  quill  are  apt  to  be  considered 
as  animals  of  a different  race,  as  belonging  to  the  class 
vermes,  that  crawl  in  obscurity,  and  are  only  fit  to  be 
trampled  on.'' 

By  the  end  of  his  life  Watterston  was  one  of  the 
few  inhabitants  of  Washington  who  had  known 
the  city  in  its  earliest  days.  In  his  “Reminiscences 
of  the  Metropolis”  in  the  National  Intelligencer, 
December  13,  1852,  he  gives  the  reader  “these 
reminiscences,  supposing  that  they  may  be  in- 
teresting . . .,  as  the  recollections  of  one  now,  I 
believe,  with  two  others,  the  only  inhabitants  of 
Washington  in  1793.” 

He  was  born  on  October  23,  1783,  on  a ship 
in  New  York  Harbor,  the  son  of  a Scotch  immi- 
grant, David  Watterston,  by  profession  a master 
builder.  His  father  moved  to  Washington  in 
1791,  attracted  by  the  building  opportunities 
in  the  developing  federal  city.  Watterston  later 
remembered  witnessing  the  laying  of  the  corner- 


stone of  the  Capitol  by  Washington  on  Septem- 
ber 18,  1793.  He  was  sent  to  Charlotte  Hall 
School,  in  St.  Marys  County,  Md.,  and  spoke  of 
the  school  in  laudatory  terms  in  a reminiscence, 
“Twenty  Years  After,”  in  the  National  Intelli- 
gencer for  August  17,  1825.  Unfortunately 

there  is  little  that  is  personal  in  the  piece,  which 
is  more  of  a puff  for  the  seminary  than  an  ac- 
count of  his  school  days.  He  began  to  practice 
law  in  Hagerstown,  Md.,  but  was  not  destined 
for  a legal  career.  His  experiences  as  a lawyer  left 
a bitter  taste  in  his  mouth  and  from  his  first 
book.  The  Lawyer ; or,  Man  As  He  Ought  Not  to 
Be,^  published  anonymously,  he  “never  missed 
an  opportunity  in  any  of  his  books  to  make  a 
derogatory  remark  about  the  law  and  law- 
yers. . . .”  ^ An  inheritance  from  a rich  uncle  gave 
him  an  opportunity  to  get  away  for  a time,  and 
he  visited  Jamaica  where  he  kept  a journal  (in 
the  Watterston  papers)  and  wrote  the  separately 
published  poem.  The  Wanderer  in  Jamaica. 
Following  his  return  he  briefly  became  a law 
partner  of  John  Law  in  Washington,  married 
Maria  Shanley,  and  established  his  residence  on 
Capitol  Hill  where  he  remained  until  his  death.® 

As  a young  man  he  also  published  the  novel 
Glencarn;  or.  The  Disappointments  of  Youth 
(1810)  ; a play.  The  Child  of  Feeling'  (1809)  ; 
and  another  poem.  The  Scenes  of  Youth 
(1813)."® 

James  Madison  appointed  George  Watterston 
Librarian  of  Congress  on  March  21,  1815.  There 
have  been  various  reasons  advanced  for  the  ap- 
pointment, none  of  them  certain.  Watterston  had 
dedicated  his  poem.  The  Wanderer  in  Jamaica, 
to  Dolley  Madison  in  1810  in  the  following 
terms:  “Madam,  I have  presumed  to  address 
this  poetical  effusion  to  you,  from  the  reputation 
you  have  acquired  of  being  desirous  to  promote 
the  cause  of  general  literature.”  ""  Some  com- 
mentators have  surmised  that  this  dedication  to 
his  wife  may  have  led  Madison  to  favor 
Watterston. 

Although  Watterston  in  1826  told  W.  C. 
Bradley  that  Madison  “voluntarily  offered”  the 
position  to  him,"^  Watterston  had  written  to  the 
President  about  at  least  one  other  position,  “col- 
lector of  this  District,”  in  1813."^  Probably 
Madison’s  recognition  of  Watterston’s  literary 
accomplishments  was  the  deciding  factor.  In 
1815  his  novels,  play,  and  poems  had  established 
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W atercolor  portrait  of  George  Watterston,  attributed 
to  Thomas  Birch  of  Philadelphia,  1811.  Rare  Book 
and  Special  Collections  Division. 
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First  page  of  Jefferson’s  letter  to  W atterston  “on  the 
subject  of  the  arrangement  of  libraries.  ’ Thomas  Jeffer- 
son papers,  Manuscript  Division. 
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him  as  Washington’s  leading  (and  for  all  practi- 
cal purposes,  only)  literary  figure.  Knowing  what 
we  do  of  his  subsequent  career,  we  can  guess 
that  he  was  already  involved  in  the  political 
activities  which  became  such  a prominent 
part  of  his  life.  An  awareness  of  his  usefulness 
to  the  Whig  party  is  a feature  of  an  1818 
contretemps  which  will  be  discussed  later.  Two 
years  before  his  appointment  as  Librarian, 
Watte rston  had  become  editor  of  the  Washington 
City  Gazette,  which  had  been  established  by 
William  Elliot  to  support  the  Republican  party. 

The  imminent  arrival  of  the  6,000-plus  vol- 
umes in  the  library  of  Thomas  Jefferson  was  the 
specific  occasion  for  Madison’s  “recess  appoint- 
ment” of  a new  Librarian.  On  hearing  that  the 
fledgling  Library  of  Congress  (approximately 
3,000  volumes  in  size)  had  been  destroyed  by 
the  British  when  they  burned  the  Capitol  on  xA.u- 
gust  24,  1814,  JefTerson  offered  his  considerably 
larger  collection  to  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Library  on  September  21,  1814.^'^  The  details  of 
the  purchase  of  the  Jefferson  collection  are  better 
documented  than  any  other  aspect  of  the  Li- 
brary’s early  history.  Though  the  negotiations 
are  of  great  interest,  they  precede  Watterston’s 
appointment  by  some  months  and  are  fully  re- 
ported in  Johnston’s  History.  The  purchase  had 
major  implications  for  the  future  growth  of  the 
Library.  Undoubtedly  the  importance  of  the  col- 
lection and  Magruder’s  unfortunate  experience 
suggested  to  Madison  the  wisdom  of  having  the 
appointee  serve  only  in  a single  capacity.  This 
idea  had  been  advanced  as  early  as  September 
24,  1814,  by  the  bookseller  Joseph  Milligan  in  a 
letter  to  Thomas  Jefferson  in  which  he  noted 
that  the  “place  of  Librarian  would  be  well  to  be 
a distinct  office  from  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.” 

One  of  Watterston’s  first  jobs  was  to  oversee 
the  installation  of  the  Jefferson  library  in  the 
attic  of  Blodget’s  Hotel,  located  at  the  corner  of 
7th  and  E Streets  NW.,  a considerable  distance 
from  the  burned  Capitol.  Though  the  building 
had  never  served  as  a hotel,  this  was  one  of  the 
few  functions  it  failed  to  be  used  for  in  this 
period:  in  1815  it  housed  both  Houses  of  Con- 
gress, the  congressional  committees,  the  Library 
of  Congress,  the  General  and  City  Post  Offices, 
and  the  Patent  Office.  Although  Watterston 
later  took  credit  for  moving  the  collection  three 


times  during  his  term  in  office,  his  actual  physical 
involvement  in  this  first  move  is  left  up  in  the 
air  by  Joseph  Milligan’s  July  31,  1815,  letter  to 
Jefferson:  “The  Library  . . . was  safely  laid  into 
the  passages  of  the  General  Post  office  of  Con- 
gress Hall  [Blodget’s  Hotel].  About  three  w^eeks 
ago  I commenced  unpacking  it,  and  accom- 
plished it  last  Monday.”  Whoever  unpacked 
the  books  had  his  job  greatly  simplified  by  Jef- 
ferson’s sending  his  collection  in  the  pine  fixtures 
used  to  house  them  at  Monticello  and  in  the 
classified  arrangement  he  had  devised. 

As  one  of  his  early  actions,  Watterston  wrote 
to  Jefferson  on  April  26,  1815,  asking  for  his 
opinion,  “as  a gentleman  of  literary  taste,”  on 
the  best  way  to  arrange  the  books. “Your  long 
acquaintance  with  books  & your  literary  habits 
have,  doubtless,  led  you  to  the  adoption  of  some 
plan  of  arrangement  with  respect  to  libraries, 
which  I should  be  happy,  if  you  would  com- 
municate.” Jefferson  obliged  on  May  7,  1815, 
with  an  explanation  of  his  classification,  which 
was  based  on  Francis  Bacon’s  table  of  science, 
broken  down  into  44  “chapters”  of  knowledge. 

To  Watterston  fell  the  job  of  creating  a printed 
catalog  of  the  Jefferson  collection.  His  resulting 
effort.  Catalogue  of  the  Library  of  the  United 
States, the  work  of  several  months  and  based 
on  Jefferson’s  manuscript  catalog,  was  received 
a little  reservedly  by  Jefferson,  who  thought  the 
arrangement  less  scientific  than  his  own,  and  very 
coldly  by  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library, 
which  found  it  too  scientific  and  had  nothing 
good  to  say  about  it.  When  asked  how  he  liked 
the  arrangement  within  the  chapters,  Jefferson 
replied,  “Of  course,  you  know,  not  so  well  as  my 
own,”  but  then  went  on  to  see  some  possible 
advantages  to  readers.^®  Watterston  had  alpha- 
betized the  books  within  chapters,  rather  than 
using  the  subdivisions  “sometimes  analytical, 
sometimes  chronological,  & sometimes  a combi- 
nation of  both”  which  Jefferson  had  devised. 

The  printed  Joint  Library  Committee  report 
of  January  26,  1816,  can  hardly  have  raised 
Watterston’s  spirits.  He  was  taken  to  task  for 
the  arrangement: 

This  form  of  catalogue  is  much  less  useful  in  the  present 
state  of  our  library,  consisting  chiefly  of  miscellanies, 
not  always  to  be  classed  correctly  under  any  particular 
head,  than  a plain  catalogue  in  the  form  which  had 
been  adopted  for  the  formation  of  the  catalogue  of  the 
old  library.  . . . 
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The  committee’s  principal  objection  was  the  cost, 
$1,356.50,  “one  third  more  than  the  annual  ap- 
propriation made  heretofore  by  Congress  for  the 
additional  increase  of  the  library,  and  more  than 
one  twentieth  of  the  actual  cost  of  our  whole 
library.”  Elsewhere  in  the  report  the  committee 
considered  additional  compensation  for  the  Li- 
brarian for  services  already  performed  but  con- 
cluded that  many  of  the  duties  had  been 
performed  by  people  Watterston  hired  (and  paid 
out  of  his  own  pocket),  and  made  the  following 
assessment  of  his  expertise : 

The  manner  in  which  the  scientific  part  of  the  duties, 
devolving  upon  the  librarian,  has  been  fulfilled,  do  not, 
in  the  opinion  of  your  committee,  warrant  the  allowing 
of  an  additional  compensation,  which  your  committee 
suppose  must  be  interpreted  as  conveying  on  the  part 
of  Congress,  something  like  an  approbation  of  past 
conduct.  The  only  evidence  of  the  literary  services  of 
the  librarian,  within  the  knowledge  of  your  committee, 
is  the  publication  of  the  catalogue  which  we  were 
presented  at  the  time  of  the  beginning  of  the  session; 
and  the  merit  of  his  work  is  altogether  due  to  Mr. 
Jefferson,  and  not  to  the  librarian  of  Congress. 

Despite  the  cool  tone  of  the  remarks,  the  com- 
mittee recommended  an  increase  in  the  Librar- 
ian’s salary  for  future  services  to  $1,000  per  year. 
The  arrangement  which  Watterston  adopted,  a 
modification  of  Jefferson’s  classification,  was  also 
used  in  the  first  substantial  supplement  to  the 
Catalogue,  published  in  1827,  and  continued  to 
be  used  by  the  Library  of  Congress  for  the  rest 
of  the  century. 

In  telling  Jefferson  about  the  committee’s  reac- 
tion to  the  Catalogue  on  January  29,  1816,  Wat- 
terston gave  little  sign  of  being  chastened  by  their 
strictures.  Instead  the  letter  has  the  superior  tone 
which  we  hear  again  and  again  throughout  his 
life:  “The  Library  Committee  are  dissatisfied 
with  me  for  having  the  catalogue  printed,  with- 
out having  waited  to  consult  their  superior  judg- 
ment [his  italics].  . . .” 

From  our  perspective  Watterston’s  attempts 
during  his  first  two  years  in  office  to  establish  the 
Library  as  the  national  library,  comprehensive 
in  its  collections  rather  than  limited  to  the  needs 
of  Congress,  are  admirable,  though  at  the  time 
they  were  controversial.  On  July  31,  1815, 
shortly  after  Watterston’s  appointment,  the  Na- 
tional Intelligencer  carried  an  article  on  national 
libraries  in  other  countries  and  observ^ed  that  the 
example  should  be  instituted  and  “the  Congres- 


sional or  National  library  of  the  United  States 
become  the  great  repository  of  the  literature  of 
the  world.  . . .”  Watterston’s  influence  is  almost 
certainly  there.  On  September  15,  1815,  he  in- 
serted a notice  in  the  National  Intelligencer  in 
''.vhich  reference  again  is  made  to  the  “great  na- 
tional repository  of  literature  and  science”  and 
in  which  he  calls  for  “American  Authors,  En- 
gravers, and  Painters  . . . [to]  transmit  to  the 
Library  . . . such  work  as  they  may  design  for 
the  public  eye.  . . .”  In  addition,  Watterston’s 
title  for  the  1815  Catalogue,  referring  ambi- 
tiously to  the  “Library  of  the  United  States,”  also 
emphasized  a national  rather  than  strictly  con- 
gressional responsibility. 

On  January  9,  1817,  the  Senate  passed  a bill 
which  embodied  the  idea  Watterston  had  ad- 
vanced in  the  National  Intelligencer  on  the  de- 
posit of  books,  engravings,  etc.  The  bill  read : 

That  the  Joint  Library  Committee  ...  be  authorized 
to  make,  from  time  to  time,  a selection  of  such  books 
as  they  may  deem  proper  to  have  deposited  in  the 
Congressional  Library,  out  of  the  books  which  by  the 
existing  laws  are  to  be  deposited  by  the  authors  or 
publishers  in  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
are  now  lodged  in  the  Patent  Office. 

This  forward-looking  idea,  later  embodied  in  the 
copyright  deposit  regulations,  failed  to  become 
a law.  Johnston  speculates  that  the  only  reason 
Congress  failed  to  pass  the  bill  (and  another  bill 
increasing  the  appropriation  for  the  purchase  of 
books  from  $1,000  to  $1,500  per  year)  was  that 
the  committee  had  on  hand  an  unexpended  bal- 
ance of  $1,526.61  for  the  purchase  of  books. 

On  February  18,  1817,  Eligius  Fromentin  of 
the  Joint  Library  Committee  reported  a resolu- 
tion calling  for  a separate  building  for  the 
Library.  Watterston  lamented  the  defeat  of  this 
proposition  in  an  article  in  the  March  25,  1817, 
National  Intelligencer,  noting  that  “in  all  other 
countries,  this  is  an  object  of  national  pride.  . . .” 
Knowing  what  we  do  of  the  attic  quarters  the 
Library  was  then  occupying  in  Blodget’s  Hotel, 
we  may  smile  at  his  suggesting  as  the  standard 
for  the  United  States  the  “elegant  and  splendid 
design  for  a national  library  at  Paris,”  with  “an 
immense  gallery  of  266  feet  long  by  47  breadth, 
and  6 vast  halls.  . . .”  Still,  there  is  no  denying 
that  he  took  positive  steps  to  put  his  points  across 
and  that  he  spoke  up  on  numerous  occasions  in 
behalf  of  his  ideas. 
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While  Johnston  accepts  the  importance  of 
Watterston’s  efforts  to  promote  the  Library, 
David  Mearns  makes  rather  light  of  their  im- 
pact. Refuting  the  assumption  that  the  title  of 
the  1815  Catalogue  signaled  official  acceptance 
of  the  national  library  concept,  he  points  out  that 
the  catalog  was  prepared  and  issued  during  the 
absence  of  Congress  from  Washington,  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Library  was  not  consulted,  the 
committee  disavowed  the  makeup  of  the  cata- 
log, and  the  title  of  the  catalog  has  not  since  been 
used.“’^  However,  even  if  we  acknowledge  that 
Watterston  was  not  supported  by  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee in  his  concept  of  the  Library',  this  takes 
nothing  away  from  him.  Though  he  was  unable 
to  effect  the  changes  he  sought  (as  was  the  Joint 
Committee  in  most  of  the  areas  in  which  it  made 
proposals),  Wffitterston  kept  to  the  idea  of  a 
larger  function  for  the  Library',  was  a pioneer  in 
that  respect,  and  deserves  full  credit  for  his 
efforts,  fn  a two-year  span,  1815-17,  ideas  were 
advanced  which  could  have  changed  the  history 
of  the  institution,  had  they  been  adopted. 

Despite  his  labors,  by  1818  Watterston  was  in 
serious  trouble  with  the  Joint  Committee.  In  a 
December  29,  1818,  letter  to  President  Monroe, 
Senator  Jonathan  Roberts  says,  “I  have  learned 
today  with  equal  surprize  and  regret  that  exer- 
tions are  [urged]  at  this  moment  among  the  mem- 
bers of  Congress  to  recommend  Mr.  Walsh  to  you 
for  librarian  to  the  removal  of  Mr.  Waterston 
[sic].”  He  continues  a few  lines  later:  ‘Tn  the  first 
session  after  his  appointment  I had  to  oppose  the 
most  villainous  combination  form’d  in  the  joint 
committee  against  him.”  After  picturing  the 
“small  but  comfortable  house”  Watterston  had 
recently  purchased  on  credit  and  the  “wife  & 
several  small  children”  dependent  upon  him  he 
speaks  of  his  “diligence  & obliging  assiduity.” 
Next  he  characterizes  Watterston  as  a scholar 
and  man  of  taste,  with  “good  moral  character 
and  uniformly  Republican  principles.”  The 
clinching  argument  is  the  point  about  Republican 
principles:  “I  know  his  pen  has  been  efficiently 
employed  in  the  Republican  cause  while  Mr. 
Walsh  was  understood  to  have  been  assailing  it 
with  much  violence.”  He  returns  to  the  same 
theme  in  a P.S. : “I  may  add  on  the  subject  of  the 
librarian  that  I believe  Mr.  W-n  could  two 
signatures  in  Congress  & ten  among  the  citizens 
for  one  Mr.  Walsh  could.” 


Roberts’  pleas,  or  other  factors  of  which  we 
have  no  evidence,  were  successful,  for  Watterston 
remained  in  office  for  1 1 more,  occasionally 
shaky,  years.  In  the  same  month  (December 
1818)  the  Library  moved  to  another  attic,  this 
time  in  the  north  wing  of  the  Capitol,  in  rooms 
on  the  west  side,  on  the  same  elevation  as  the 
upper  gallery  of  the  Senate  Chamber. 

After  the  promising  beginnings,  the  six  years 
the  Library  occupied  the  attic  of  the  partially 
rebuilt  Capitol  can  only  be  called  an  anticlimax. 
Johnston  calls  this  the  Garret  Period  in  the  Li- 
brary’s history.  Frances  Wright  D’Arusmont,  one 
of  many  travelers  who  visited  Washington  in 
this  period,  comments  on  “the  national  library, 
which  a native  of  England  now  feels  awkward  at 
finding  bestowed  in  a few  small  apartments;  at 
present  it  comprises  little  more  than  the  collec- 
tion supplied  by  Mr.  JefTerson.  . . .”  Watter- 
ston in  his  L.  . . . Family  at  Washington  has  one 
of  his  characters  visit  the  Library,  which  “con- 
sists of  a suit  of  rooms,  where  I met  a man  that 
I thought  looked  devilish  sour  at  me : this  was  the 
librarian.”  In  truth  Watterston  had  little  to 
look  happy  about.  The  Joint  Library  Commit- 
tee’s printed  report  (December  19,  1820)  reveals 
that  no  considerable  purchases  had  been  made 
because  the  Librarian  has  informed  them  that 
“no  preparations  were  making,  or  expected  to 
be  made,  before  the  meeting  of  Congress,  for 
putting  up  additional  shelves  in  the  library  rooms, 
and  that  a large  portion  of  the  books  purchased 
during  the  last  year  were  still  lying  upon  the 
tables.  . . These  arrearages  understandably 
discouraged  the  committee  and  expenditures  for 
the  Library  remained  low.  However,  the  $2,000 
set  up  for  the  purchase  of  books  on  April  11, 
1820,  represented  the  first  separate  annual  appro- 
priation for  this  purpose. 

W^atterston  met  Jefferson  for  the  first  and  ap- 
parently only  time  in  July  1820.  An  apologetic 
letter  from  JefTerson  to  Watterston  dated  July  27, 
1820,  tells  the  Librarian  that  he  failed,  because 
of  his  bad  hearing,  to  catch  his  name  when  they 
were  introduced  and  as  a consequence  had  not 
“pressed  for  a longer  continuation  of  the  favor 
of  [his]  visit”  as  he  would  have  had  he  known 
to  whom  he  was  talking.^^  Watterston’s  reply  of 
August  4,  1820,  is  tactful  and  the  exchange  shows 
both  men  in  a favorable  light.  Watterston  says 
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“Plan  of  the  Principal  Floor  of  the  Capitol  ” drawn  by 
Benjamin  H.  Latrobe  in  1817.  The  spacious  library  in 
the  center  of  the  west  front  was  not  ready,  however, 
until  1824.  Prints  and  Photographs  Division. 
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to  JeflFerson  of  his  visit,  “Both  Dr.  Hamilton  & 
myself  were  more  gratified,  by  the  reception  you 
gave  us  as  strangers,  than  we  should  have  been, 
had  we  had  the  honor  of  your  acquaintance.” 

Watterston  apparently  talked  of  resigning  in 
1823.  Taking  into  account  the  tenacity  with 
which  he  attempted  to  regain  the  position  once 
it  was  taken  from  him  in  1829,  the  resignation 
episode  can  only  be  judged  one  of  the  mysterious 
incidents  in  Watterston’s  tenure.  Jeflferson  wrote 
to  President  Monroe  on  December  19,  1823: 
“Mr.  Girardin,  president  of  the  college  of  Balti- 
more understanding  that  the  office  of  Librarian 
of  Congress  is  expected  to  become  vacant  by 
resign-k  desirous  of  being  placed  in  it,  has 
requested  me  to  state  to  you  what  I know  of  his 
qualifhf.” 

It  is  possible  that  the  talk  of  resignation  was 
the  result  of  another  Joint  Library  Committee 
effort  to  remove  Watterston  and  that  the  man  on 
whose  behalf  Jefferson  was  writing  either  be- 
lieved Watterston  was  resigning  or  misled  Jeffer- 
son in  saying  this  was  so. 

From  a very  early  period  the  Library  was  a 
center  of  social  activity  in  Washington.  Describ- 
ing the  character  of  the  Library  in  the  earliest 
period,  Johnston  notes  that  “because  there  were 
no  other  sources  of  amusement”  before  1814  and 
indeed  later,  the  Library  “was  much  resorted  to 
as  a place  of  relaxation.”  This  continued  to  be 
true  in  the  Garret  Period  as  Watterston’s  de- 
scription in  his  1822  novel.  The  L.  . . . Family  at 
Washington,  makes  clear. 

In  August  1824  the  Library  moved  into  spa- 
cious new  quarters  in  the  center  of  the  Capitol 
and  became  a showplace  of  the  city.  Readying 
this  space  for  the  Library  had  taken  the  architects 
several  years,  and  at  one  point,  on  March  21, 
1822,  the  Library’s  right  to  the  space  was  threat- 
ened by  a resolution  proposed  by  Congressman 
Mark  Hill  “to  inquire  into  the  practicability  of 
preparing,  for  the  accommodation  of  the  House 
of  Representatives,  the  room  in  the  center  build- 
ing designed  for  the  Library.”  Though  the  resolu- 
tion to  take  this  highly  desirable  space  for  the 
House  came  to  nothing,  there  was  a direct  mod- 
ern parallel  in  1974,  when  newspapers  carried 
reports  that  the  House  was  gathering  signatures 
for  a possible  takeover  of  the  Madison  Building, 
under  construction  as  the  third  building  of  the 
Library  of  Congress. 


The  National  Intelligencer  for  January  1,  1825, 
describes  the  new  Library  accommodations  in  de- 
tail, complimenting  their  “style  of  great  beauty 
and  elegance”  and  going  on  to  call  the  apartment 
“the  most  beautiful  ...  in  the  building.”  This  was 
a widely  shared  opinion.  The  National  Journal 
went  further  in  describing  the  room  as  “decidedly 
the  most  beautiful,  and  in  the  best  taste  of  any 
in  this  country.”  Frances  Trollope,  another 
traveler  of  the  period,  calls  it  a “very  handsome 
room  . . . elegantly  furnished;  rich  Brussels 
carpet;  library  tables,  with  portfolios  of  engrav- 
ings; abundance  of  sofas,  and  so  on.  The  view 
from  it  is  glorious,  and  it  looks  like  the  abode  of 
luxury  and  taste.” 

This  glory  threatened  to  be  short-lived,  for  a 
fire  broke  out  in  the  Library  quarters  on  Decem- 
ber 22,  1825.  The  subsequent  investigation  re- 
vealed that  the  fire  was  started  by  a candle  in  one 
of  the  galleries.  There  are  conflicting  newspaper 
reports  about  the  length  of  time  it  took  to  put  the 
fire  out,  but  apparently  the  Library,  and  indeed 
the  Capitol  itself,  had  a close  call.  Since  the  gal- 
lery in  which  the  fire  took  place  housed  largely 
duplicate  sets  of  public  documents,  the  loss  was 
not  particularly  heavy.  The  book  collection 
emerged  unharmed.  The  House  issued  a resolu- 
tion calling  for  an  inquiry  into  the  cause  of  the 
fire.  Watterston  wrote  to  Edward  Everett,  a 
member  of  the  Joint  Committee,  on  January  2, 
1826,  in  response  to  an  inquiry  on  the  topic, 
“Enclosed  are  my  answers  to  your  second  in- 
terrogatories. ...  I feel  a little  hurt  that  the 
committee  should  think,  I would  deliberately 
state  any  thing  on  an  occasion  like  this,  that  I 
would  not  feel  myself  justified  in  swearing  toT 
Watterston  followed  up  with  another  letter  on 
the  same  topic  the  following  day:  “My  answers 
have  been  as  full  & ample  as  they  could  be  made 
consistantly  [sic]  with  a strict  regard  to  truth  & 
I regret  that  it  is  not  in  my  power  to  designate  the 
individual  from  whose  inattention  I conceive  the 
fire  to  have  originated  on  the  night  of  22d  ult.” 

On  January  4 the  Joint  Committee  reported 
that  it  did  not  feel  prepared  to  express  an 
opinion  on  the  question  of  whether  any  person  in 
the  employ  of  the  government  was  chargeable 
with  negligence,  and  the  report  was  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table.  Various  ways  to  fireproof  the 
Library  were  subsequently  considered.  The 
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physical  nature  of  the  rooms  made  some  of  the 
recommended  alterations  either  too  expensive 
or  impossible  to  accomplish.  There  were  debates 
about  replacing  the  wood  walls  with  metal  and 
stone,  and  fears  that  excessive  moisture  would 
accumulate.  The  final  conclusion,  February  6, 
read  that  “as  the  Library  can,  in  the  judgment 
of  the  committee,  be  made  sufficiently  safe  by 
proper  care  of  the  lights  and  fires,  the  committee 
do  not  deem  it  expedient  that  the  House  should 
adopt  any  measure  in  the  premises.”  Unfortu- 
nately, it  was  only  after  the  disastrous  fire  of 
1851  that  significant  measures  were  taken  to  im- 
prove the  situation. 

The  fragmentary  surviving  evidence  indicates 
that  the  fire  exposed  Watterston  to  threatening 
attacks  on  his  position,  as  the  burning  of  the 
Capitol  had  left  Patrick  Magruder  vulnerable 
in  1814.  In  the  Watterston  papers  there  is  a 
letter  of  considerable  interest  from  Watterston 
to  W.  G.  Bradley,  July  8,  1826  (a  1953  addition 
to  the  collection  and  thus  not  available  to  John- 
ston and  other  earlier  historians  of  the  Library) . 
After  striking  hydra-headed  federalism  several 
sharp  blows  and  summarizing  his  “laborious” 
situation  (which  in  his  account  sounds  convinc- 
ing; the  duties  of  running  such  a large  operation 
by  himself  must  frequently  have  been  onerous), 
he  turns  to  a theme  which  recurs  in  letters  writ- 
ten after  his  dismissal : 

...  I believe,  until  last  winter,  no  murmur  of  complaint 
was  ever  heard.  But  there  are  so  many  greedy  & hun- 
gry expectants  of  office  who  flock  to  the  seat  of  govt, 
during  the  sess?  or  who,  at  a distance,  pester  & 
harass  the  members  for  situations,  that,  upon  the  oc- 
currence of  the  slightest  accident,  & indeed  where  no 
cause  exists,  they  rush  forward  open  mouthed  & in 
full  cry  to  fill  the  vacant  space  by  any  means  whether 
just  or  unjust  or  whether  fitted  for  it  or  not. 

To  anyone  familiar  with  Watterston’s  style,  that 
account  has  a touch  of  the  gothic  excess  to  which 
he  was  prone.  He  continues: 

I was  sure  that  neither  you  nor  any  of  my  friends  & 
acquaintances  in  Congress,  would  for  a moment 
countenance  any  attempt  which  might  be  made  to  do 
me  an  act  of  the  grossest  injustice.  ...  I should  like  to 
know  the  name  of  the  man  who  was  laboring  to  under- 
mine me  last  sess-  that  I might  mark  him  & be  put 
upon  my  guard  in  future. 

In  the  journalistic  war  which  followed  Wat- 
terston’s dismissal  in  1829,  Watterston’s  oppo- 
nent in  the  Telegraph  cautioned  him  that  his 


situation  was  not  one  to  “ensure  perfect  com- 
placency” and  urges  him  to  “recal  [sic]  the  affair 
of  the  burning  of  the  Library.  . . .”  Obviously 
the  fire  opened  Watterston  to  attack  from  his 
enemies.  With  no  more  evidence  than  is  avail- 
able, we  can  only  assume  that  enough  friends 
came  to  his  rescue  in  1826  to  keep  the  situation 
under  control. 

From  the  standpoint  of  the  Library’s  history 
Watterston’s  extensive  correspondence  with 
Edward  Everett,  member  of  the  Joint  Library 
Committee  from  December  6,  1825,  to  beyond 
Watterston’s  term  in  office,  is  of  the  greatest  inter- 
est. At  first  reading  Everett’s  letters  to  Watterston 
seem  to  reveal  a thorough  dislike  of  him,  suggest- 
ing that  Everett  might  have  made  some  of  the 
difficulties  Watterston  reported  to  Bradley  in 
the  letter  quoted  above.  A check  of  Everett’s 
diary,  which  contains  many  entries  on  his  activi- 
ties as  a member  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Library  (unfortunately  mostly  of  a very  pedes- 
trian nature),  fails  to  bear  this  out.  It  is  likely 
that  the  two  men  were  not  fond  of  one  another, 

but  the  coolness  in  the  letters  mav  have  been 

✓ 

typical  of  Everett’s  dealings  with  an  underling. 
It  is  certainly  true  that  Everett  made  no  public 
expression  of  regret  about  Watterston’s  dismissal 
and  it  is  quite  possible  that  he  was  happy  at  the 
turn  of  events.  The  letters  from  Watterston’s 
successor,  John  Silva  Meehan,  are  much  more 
obliging  and  tactful,  and  Meehan  continued  to 
write  to  Everett  for  years  after  the  Congressman 
had  left  the  Joint  Committee  and  the  House. 

There  is  evidence  that  Watterston  ran  into  still 
another  difficulty  with  Congress,  in  this  instance 
with  the  Ways  and  Means  Committee,  in  1828. 
On  July  12  of  that  year  he  wrote  to  Everett, 
“You  will,  perhaps,  be  as  much  surprised  as  I 
was  to  know  that,  by  a most  singular  oversight, 
the  Chairman  of  the  Commee  of  Ways  & Means, 
has  omitted  altogether  both  the  Liby  & Librarian 
& has  made  no  provision,  in  the  general  appro- 
priation bill,  for  the  salary  of  the  one  or  the  ex- 
penses of  the  other.”  Everett  responded  in  a 
typically  unemotional  manner:  “I  wonder  that 
the  Committee  of  W.  & M.  in  deliberately  omit- 
ting it  from  their  bill  (as  I presume  they  did,  for 
they  could  not  well  draft  a new  bill  without  hav- 
ing the  old  one  before  them)  should  not  have 
notified  the  library  committee  if  they  wished  us  to 
attend  to  it.”  He  concludes  with  a more  sanguine 
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observation  than  Watterston  may  have  felt  ap- 
propriate in  the  circumstances:  “The  omission 
can  be  rectified  early  next  winter.  Meantime  you 
will  enjoy  the  comfort  of  being  a man  in  good 
credit.” 

In  1827  Watterston  began  writing  regularly 

for  the  National  Journal,  earning  an  additional 

$500  a year  for  his  contributions,  which  were 

largely  devoted  to  furthering  the  Whig  cause. 

His  interest  in  politics  was,  of  course,  not  new. 

In  his  novel  Wanderer  in  Washington,  published 

in  1827,  his  commentator  speaks  very  favorably 

of  Henry  Clay  and  “a  warm  partizan  of  General 

Jackson”  exhausts  “the  fountain  of  his  panegyric 

on  Gen.  Jackson,  and  of  vituperation  against 

Messrs.  x\dams  and  Glay.  . . .”  His  partiality 

for  Henry  Clay  was  of  long  standing  and  Glay,  in 

a letter  of  July  21,  1829,  two  months  after  Wat- 

terston’s  dismissal  says,  “In  your  particular  case, 

as  in  some  others,  I have  been  inexpressibly 

grieved  by  the  reflection  that  friendship  for  me 

may  have  been  one  of  the  causes  which  led  to 

this  exercise  of  vengeance  upon  you  and  upon 

them.”  Given  what  today  strikes  us  as  Wat- 

/ 

terston’s  incredible  recklessness  in  identifying 
himself  so  closely  with  politics,  it  is  hard  to 
understand  how  he  could  have  been  surprised,  as 
he  apparently  was,  by  Jackson’s  action.  When 
Watterston  learned  on  May  28,  1829,  of 

Meehan’s  appointment  to  his  position  he  was 
furious,  and  on  leaving  office  he  took  with  him 
his  record  books  and  the  manuscript  catalog  of 
Jefferson’s  library. 

His  connections  with  the  National  Journal  en- 
abled him  to  launch  a journalistic  war  on  all  his 
opponents.  In  the  exchange  which  appeared  in 
the  newspapers  following  Watterston’s  dismissal, 
the  Telegraph  for  June  12,  1829,  carried  the  fol- 
lowing description  of  the  ex-Librarian : 

It  is  notorious  that  the  manners  of  the  ex-librarian 
were  of  a peculiar  disgusting  order;  his  conduct  to 
those  who  had  occasion  to  visit  the  library,  as  well  to 
those  who  had  a right,  was  of  the  most  rude  and  super- 
cilious description;  so  much  so,  that  many  of  our  mem- 
bers of  Congress  and  citizens,  rather  than  encounter 
the  obliging  Mr.  Watterston,  sought  elsewhere  the  in- 
formation they  might  have  obtained  more  readily  in 
the  library. 

The  exchange  between  Watterston  and  the 
Telegraph  is  markedly  abusive  and  slanted  and 
these  remarks  certainly  cannot  be  taken  at  face 


value,  although  there  is  undoubtedly  more  than 
a grain  of  truth  in  the  description.  Responding  to 
this  article  in  the  June  16,  1829,  National  Jour- 
nal, Watterston  fell  into  a trap  of  sorts  (which 
the  Telegraph  picked  up  with  glee)  : 

If  my  manners  were  at  any  time  “supercilious,”  it  was 
found  necessary  to  assume  them  to  get  rid  of  such  im- 
pertinent and  vulgar  intruders  as  he  and  his  satellites, 
and  to  save  the  books  from  being  purloined. 

Watterston  was  a man  used  to  handling  the 
pen  and  occasionally  he  resorted  to  hyperbole 
and  excess  in  putting  down  his  opponents.  At  the 
height  of  the  exchange  the  Telegraph  accused 
him  of  foaming  at  the  mouth. 

Some  of  his  best  invective  was  poured  out  on 
his  successor,  John  Silva  Meehan,  whom  he 
characterized  in  the  most  unflattering  terms.  The 
National  Intelligencer  of  June  16,  1829,  in  a 
piece  speaking  favorably  of  Watterston’s  “assidu- 
ous and  praiseworthy”  official  conduct,  quotes  a 
letter  from  the  ex-Librarian.  To  the  charge  that 
the  Library  was  in  a state  of  derangement  and 
confusion  during  his  tenure  he  replies  that  if 
books  cannot  be  found  he  is  “not  answerable  for 
the  ignorance  or  stupidity  of  those  who  have  been 
put  into  a situation  for  which  they  may  be  wholly 
unfit.”  This  was  but  a warm-up  for  the  next 
round.  In  a February  1830  letter  to  Asher  Rob- 
bins, chairman  of  the  Joint  Library  Committee, 
he  replies  to  the  charge  that  books  are  missing: 

What  must  be  the  feelings  of  the  man  who  can  thus 
trump  up  a statement  which  he  knows  to  be  erroneous 
and  which  he  has,  no  doubt  made  from  an  impression 
that  it  would  never  reach  my  ears.  He  may  have  been 
misled  by  the  practice  which  has  lately  prevailed  in  a 
higher  sphere,  of  shooting  the  poisoned  arrows  in  the 
dark  and  leaving  the  victim  to  suffer  without  his 
knowledge  by  whom  it  was  discharged.  It  would  seem 
that  he  had  mistaken  his  men.  . . . This  must  be 
ascribed  either  to  malignity  or  ignorance  or  may  pos- 
sibly originate  from  a requisition  to  justify  an  act  of 
usurpation,  by  misrepresentation  and  falshood  [sic].^° 

Watterston  came  early  to  his  sharp  tongue,  for 
there  is  evidence  that  he  had  a tongue  as  danger- 
ous to  himself  as  to  others  as  far  back  as  his  days 
as  a young  lawyer.  In  Greenleaf  and  Law  in  the 
Federal  City  Allen  G.  Clark  tells  that  Watterston 
was  on  opposite  sides  of  a case  with  John  Law 
after  they  had  dissolved  their  association.  Law 
won  the  judgment  and  Watterston  exclaimed  in 
front  of  the  judge  before  whom  the  case  was  be- 
ing tried,  James  S.  Morsell:  “There  is  not  a 
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morsel  of  law  in  the  case.”  Clark  adds,  “The 
judge  did  not  appreciate  the  humor  of  the  dou- 
ble-barreled pun ; he  did  remark  concerning 
contempt  of  court.” 

Unsuccessful  in  regaining  office  in  1829,  he 
pinned  his  hopes  on  electing  a Whig  President, 
who  in  gratitude  would  set  things  right.  For 
whatever  reasons  his  position  was  not  restored  to 
him  when  the  Whigs  next  took  office  in  1841. 
Watterston  was  still  hopeful  in  1849  when  the 
Whigs  once  again  triumphed.  Though  he  peti- 
tioned President  Taylor,  the  President  showed  to 
him  “a  manner  and  recep[tio]n  . . . such  as  lead 
me  to  believe  that  there  was  no  in[ten]tion 
on  his  part  to  make  a removal  & to  do  me  the  act 
of  simple  justice.”  Watterston  had  still 
one  more  chance  when  Taylor  died  and  Vice 
President  Fillmore  succeeded  him.  When  his  ap- 
peals to  the  new  President  brought  him  no  more 
satisfaction  than  all  his  previous  petitions,  Wat- 
terston lost  all  patience  with  the  Whig  party. 
In  October  1850  his  daughter  Sara  wrote  to  her 
sister  Eliza:  “Father  has  seen  Mr.  F.  and 
he  says  he  does  not  like  to  remove  the  present 
librarian.  . . . The  result  is  that  father  is  dis- 
gusted and  very  much  hurt,  and  has  left  the 
Whig  party!” 

In  a prescient  observation  Frances  Wright 
D’Arusmont  characterized  the  Jefferson  collec- 
tion in  the  following  manner  in  1821:  “These 
volumes,  . . . marked  with  the  name  of 
America’s  president  and  philosopher,  will  always 
constitute  the  most  interesting  portion  of  the 
national  library.”  Although  the  Library  of 
Congress  today  reveres  the  2,400  survivors  from 
the  original  6,700-volume  purchase  and  accords 
them  a place  of  honor  in  the  Rare  Book  Division, 
their  purchase  was  hotly  debated  in  1814 
and  the  legislation  authorizing  their  acquisition 
barely  squeaked  past.  The  debate,  marked  by 
party  interests,  narrow  prejudices,  and  parsi- 
mony, makes  sad  and  frequently  embarrassing 
reading  today.  Johnston  summarized  the  objec- 
tions to  the  purchase  as  generally 

its  cost,  its  extent,  the  nature  of  the  selection,  and  the 
number  of  the  works  in  foreign  languages,  partic- 
ularly French,  many  of  them  the  writings  of  Voltaire, 
Rousseau,  and  other  literary  apostles  of  the  French 
Revolution;  nor  did  English  works  of  progress 
and  speculative  freedom,  such  as  Locke’s,  escape 
animadversion.  Other  works  were  said  to  be  of  too 


philosophical  a character,  and  some,  as  Callender’s 
Prospect  before  us,  were  otherwise  objectionable.^^ 

In  the  debate  there  was  talk  of  returning 
volumes  inappropriate  for  the  Library’s  collec- 
tion to  Jefferson.  In  the  end  the  collection  was 
purchased  in  toto  and  all  the  books  were  re- 
tained. Despite  the  size  and  variety  to  which  the 
opposition  had  taken  exception,  the  Joint  Li- 
brary Committee  report  of  January  26,  1816, 
written  by  Eligius  Fromientin,  found  the  collec- 
tion inadequate. 

It  is  enough  to  cast  a rapid  glance  over  the  catalogue 
of  the  library  of  Congress  to  become  immediately 
sensible  of  the  immense  hiatus  which  some  of  the  de- 
partments of  arts  or  sciences  exhibit.  Some  of  the 
branches  of  the  arts  or  sciences  are  swelled  to 
a prodigious  size,  which  at  the  same  time  that  it  is  by 
no  means  a certain  proof  of  a greater  degree  of  health 
in  these  parasite  branches,  manifests  every  symp- 
tom of  threatening  decay  of  the  tree  itself.  This  was 
observable  likewise  in  the  old  library  of  Congress, 
although  in  a less  degree. 

Fromentin  goes  on  to  observe  that  this  last- 
named  state  of  affairs  was  hardly  surprising 
considering  the  limited  sums  which  had  been 
available  for  taking  advantage  of  the  many  op- 
portunities to  purchase  books  from  Europe. 
These  opportunities  had  not  all  passed  and  he 
calls  for  an  appropriation  of  $10,000  to  “place 
within  the  reach  of  every  member  of  Congress 
all  the  most  valuable  books  in  every  department 
of  arts  and  sciences,  of  which  there  is  now  such 
a lamentable  deficiency.”  Though  Fromentin’s 
proposal  was  not  successful,  his  report  demon- 
strates that  the  1816  libraiy  committee  took  a 
broad  view  of  the  Library’s  responsibility  to  Con- 
gress. In  the  1810’s  the  Library  had  an  opportu- 
nity to  acquire  the  “invaluable  collection  of 
American  topography  made  by  Col.  William 
Tatham.”  Johnston  devotes  several  pages  to 
the  collection  but  has  no  explanation  of  the  Li- 
brary’s failure  to  acquire  the  “valuable  stock  of 
maps,  plates,  charts,  and  explanatory  manu- 
scripts” which  filled  six  rooms  of  Tatham’s  house 
at  the  time  of  his  suicide  in  1819."^^  Perhaps  the 
lack  of  space  in  the  “garret”  and  the  arrearages 
already  stacked  on  tables  were  determining 
factors. 

The  January  6,  1817,  report  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee takes  a more  strictly  practical  view  of  the 
development  of  the  collection.  The  principal  re- 
cent thrust  of  the  collection  building  effort  had 
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been  in  serials,  which  were  consuming  a sizable 
part  of  the  annual  appropriation.  The  categories 
specifically  mentioned  in  the  report  are  periodical 
publications,  both  literary  and  political  (which 
should  be  acquired  from  their  beginning  to  the 
present  day)  ; transactions  and  papers;  and  gen- 
eral catalogs  from  foreign  countries.  The  com- 
mittee invited  the  chairmen  of  the  various  con- 
gressional committees  to  provide  lists  of  maps 
and  books  needed  to  conduct  their  business.  They 
arranged  to  have  a box  placed  in  the  Library  to 
receive  recommendations  for  book  purchases 
from  members  of  both  houses.  They  proposed, 
but  were  not  given,  an  appropriation  of  $3,000 
to  strengthen  the  law  collections. 

If  the  Joint  Committee  wavered  between  a 
comprehensive  collection  and  a collection  focused 
on  day-to-day  practical  needs,  one  man  consist- 
ently took  a broad  view  of  the  Library’s  responsi- 
bilities— Thomas  Jefferson.  While  he  was 
President,  he  submitted  desiderata  lists  which 
were  used  to  form  the  collection  that  the  British 
destroyed.  In  his  September  21,  1814,  letter 
offering  his  library  to  the  Joint  Committee  he 
observed,  ‘T  do  not  know  that  it  contains  any 
branch  of  science  which  Congress  would  wish  to 
exclude  from  their  collection.  There  is  in  fact  no 
subject  to  which  a member  of  Congress  may  not 
have  occasion  to  refer.”  He  gave  another  ex- 
pression of  his  philosophy  of  collection  building 
in  a September  1,  1820,  letter  to  Watterston: 

Having  lately  met  with  a very  full  catalogue  of  books 
relating  to  America,  I have  supposed  it  could  not  be 
better  placed  than  in  your  hands  for  the  use  of  the 
library  committee  with  which  I presume  it  is  a primary 
object  to  obtain  every  thing  of  that  description.^® 

An  article  under  the  heading  “The  National 
Library”  in  the  August  28,  1823,  National  In- 
telligencer, commented  on  the  opportunities  the 
room  in  the  center  of  the  Capitol,  shortly  to  be 
opened,  would  provide  for  the  growth  of  the 
collection : 

It  is  obvious,  that  a certain  frivolous  class  of  books 
may,  and  ought  to  be  excluded;  but  there  should  be 
no  work  of  high  character  and  unquestionable  utility, 
published  in  any  part  of  the  world,  which  ought  not, 
in  time,  to  find  its  way  into  the  National  Library  of 
the  United  States. 

On  lebruary  24,  1824,  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  (at  the  instigation  of  Joel  Poinsett 
from  the  Joint  Committee)  made  a report  un- 
derlining the  Library’s  deficiencies: 


The  committee  have  discovered  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress, in  its  present  state,  to  be  defective  in  all  the 
principal  branches  of  literature;  and  they  deem  it  of 
the  first  necessity,  that  this  deficiency  should  be  speedily 
supplied,  at  least,  in  the  important  branches  of  Law, 
Politics,  Commerce,  History  and  Geography,  as  most 
useful  to  the  Members  of  Congress. 

To  implement  this  statement — which  is  con- 
siderably more  limited  in  its  implications  than 
the  Jefferson  point  of  view  or  the  National  Intel- 
ligeticer  recommendations  of  the  previous  year — 
the  report  proposes  $5,000  to  supply  the  defects 
in  the  Library’s  collections.  A bill  making  an  ap- 
propriation in  that  amount  was  passed.  May  26, 
1824,  the  largest  such  appropriation  to  that 
point. 

The  responsibility  for  selecting  materials  for 
the  Library’s  collections  belonged  to  the  Joint 
Committee,  not  the  Librarian  of  Congress,  and 
Watterston  necessarily  played  a limited  role  in 
the  development  of  the  collection.  Mahlon 
Dickerson  of  New  Jersey  was  appointed  chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Committee  on  December  1, 
1817,  and  remained  in  the  position  for  the  next 
lO  years.  Though  Johnston  says  that  Dickerson 
was  “famed  for  his  love  of  books”  and  Wat- 
terston called  him  a “biblical  cormorant”  in  the 
L.  . . . Family  at  Washington,^^  the  Library’s 
growth  in  the  period  1817  to  1824  was  very  slow. 
However,  with  the  new  quarters  in  the  Capitol 
matters  looked  more  hopeful,  and  the  $5,000 
appropriation  of  1824  was  followed  by  $5,000  in 
1826,  $3,000  in  1827,  and  $5,000  in  1828. 

Perhaps  the  most  important  event  in  this 
period  was  the  appointment  of  Edward  Everett 
to  the  Joint  Committee  on  December  6,  1825.  He 
quickly  became  the  most  active  member  and  set 
out  to  do  something  about  the  deficiencies  in  the 
Library.  In  the  months  of  October  and  Novem- 
ber 1826  Everett  took  a particularly  keen  interest 
in  the  Library’s  collection.  His  diary  entries  and 
letters  from  that  period  show  him  compiling 
want  lists,  seeking  information  from  Watterston 
on  the  Library’s  holdings,  visiting  bookstores, 
attending  auctions,  examining  duplicates  in 
libraries,  etc.  In  his  search  for  information  he 
asks  Watterston  for  reports  by  return  mail,  and 
it  is  not  hard  to  imagine  Watterston,  trying  to 
run  the  Library  by  himself,  exclaiming  furiously 
when  still  another  letter  arrived.  On  October  31, 
1826,  Everett  wrote  to  Watterston:  “ , . , I think 
American  works  (tho’  not  excellent)  ought  to  be 
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in  tlie  Library  to  furnish,  I trust,  to  after  times 
the  means  of  proving  the  ratio  of  advance- 
ment.” In  the  same  letter  he  calls  upon  Wat- 
terston  to  “})repare  & keep  on  hand  a Catalogue 
of  books  most  wanted  in  Every  department,  to 
which  New  books  c’d  be  added  as  they  ap- 
pear.” To  one  of  his  suggestions  Watterston  re- 
plied on  December  13,  1826,  with  something  of 
the  asperity  typical  of  his  personality,  “Perhaps 
it  may  not  be  improper  to  suggest  that  it  may  be 
leaving  too  much  to  the  taste  & discretion  of  the 
Librarian  to  select  such  books  as  he  may  deem 
imperfect  or  defective  from  any  cause,  for  the 
purpose  of  excluding  them  from  the  Liby.” 

In  the  category  of  lost  opportunities,  of  which 
there  were  many  in  this  early  period,  falls  one 
possible  purchase  advanced  by  Everett:  a col- 
lection of  manuscripts  and  books  relating  to 
America  in  the  possession  of  Obadiah  Rich.  Rich 
(1783-1850),  consul  of  the  United  States  in 
Valencia,  Spain,  at  the  time  and  an  important 
bookseller  specializing  in  manuscripts  and 
printed  books  relating  to  America,  served  Ameri- 
can collectors  and  libraries  well.  In  the  1820’s  he 
had  unbelievable  opportunities  to  acquire  re- 
markable material,  at  prices  which  today  make 
a collector  weep.  Everett  submitted  the  list  of 
one  collection  offered  by  Rich  to  the  House, 
which  had  it  printed  December  27,  1827.  This 
24-page  list  leads  off  with  9 pages  of  manuscripts 
and  follows  with  printed  books  in  a chronological 
arrangement  from  1506  (“Americus  Vespuccius’ 
Voyage,  in  German  . . . Leipsick,  1506”) 
through  1825  (“Navarrette  Viages  de  Colon”). 
The  list  concludes  with  a note: 

A very  large  collection  of  Tracts  relating  to  America, 
both  in  English  and  in  Spanish;  and  a great  many 
English  and  French  books,  which,  not  being  at  hand, 
are  omitted  in  the  foregoing  list.^^ 

Here  was  an  opportunity  indeed,  and  one 
which  Everett  had  hopes  would  come  to  some- 
thing at  least  as  late  as  May  17,  1828.  A diary 
entry  on  that  date  notes  that  the  “joint  commit- 
tee on  the  library  met;  & agreed  to  sanction  the 
demand  for  $5000  with  a view  to  the  purchase  of 
Rich’s  books.”  To  gain  a perspective  on  the 
list  and  on  the  opportunity  it  offered,  I consulted 
the  list  of  major  desiderata  which  the  Library  of 
Congress  published  in  1926.®^  One  of  the  first 
sections  of  the  list  is  “Letters  of  Vespucci”  (these 
letters,  of  course,  being  our  central  first-hand 


source  of  information  on  the  voyages  of  Ameri- 
cas Vespuccius  (1451—1512),  the  man  after 
whom  xAmerica  is  named).  The  Leipzig  1506 
edition  of  Vespucci’s  “Letters,”  the  first  printed 
item  on  Rich’s  list,  is  a Library  of  Congress 
desideratum,  still  lacking  from  the  collection. 
The  second  item  on  Rich’s  list,  Fracanzano  da 
Montalboddo’s  Itinerarium  Portugalensium, 
Milan,  1508  (the  Latin  edition  of  Paesi  nova- 
niente  retrovati,  the  first  printed  collection  of 
voyages  and  travels),  is  on  the  Library’s  1926 
desiderata  list  but  has  since  been  acquired.  The 
third  item,  the  Milan  1508  edition  of  Paesi 
novamente  retrovati,  is  still  a Library  of  Con- 
gress desideratum.  These  first  three  titles  give 
a pretty  clear  indication  of  the  quality  of  Rich’s 
collection,  which  contained  between  300  and  400 
titles.  There  is  nothing  in  the  printed  record,  in 
the  Watterston  papers,  or  in  Everett’s  diary  to 
indicate  why  the  purchase  fell  through.  Inertia 
perhaps,  or  eventual  resistance  of  the  other  mem- 
bers of  the  Joint  Committee.  The  Rich  collection 
was  eventually  acquired  by  the  great  American 
collector,  James  Lenox,  whose  library  in  turn 
became  the  foundation  stone  of  the  New  York 
Public  Library  rare  book  collection. 

Though  Everett  remained  a member  of  the 
Joint  Committee  through  Watterston’s  term  in 
office  and  beyond,  his  later  diary  entries  show 
no  other  burst  of  energy  equivalent  to  the  period 
in  late  1826.  In  general  his  comments  in  his 
diary  on  the  committee’s  meeting  are  factual  and 
brief.  Apparently  he  was  irritated,  as  well  he 
might  have  been,  by  the  meeting  of  January  4, 
1827,  for  his  diary  notes: 

At  a meeting  of  the  Library  Committee  I proposed  the 
purchase  of  Humboldt’s  large  work  on  America.  No 
one  gentleman  cordially  seconded  me.  Most  opposed 
me,  & the  most  I c’d  get  from  them  to  consent  to  was 
to  buy  it,  if  on  consulting  several  members  they  would 
approve  it.'’® 

Perhaps  his  interest  faltered  in  the  face  of  this 
kind  of  discouraging  reception  to  his  recom- 
mendations. 

However,  there  were  some  good  days.  The  Na- 
tional Journal  on  January  31,  1829,  reprinted  an 
account  from  the  New  York  Evening  Post  on  one 
of  Everett’s  successful  purchases : 

We  learn  that  Professor  Everett,  acting  officially  as 
one  of  the  Library  Committee  of  Congress,  has  pur- 
chased  about  five  hundred  dollars  worth  of  the  rarest 
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and  most  valuable  books  in  Signor  Duponte’s  collec- 
tion. . . . We  hardly  know  which  deserves  the  most 
praise,  the  good  taste  which  selected  these  inestimable 
books  for  the  Library  of  the  Capital,  or  the  interesting 
enthusiasm  which  prompted  this  venerable  savant  to 
risk,  with  extremely  limited  means,  the  importation  of 
a collection  which  we  reluctantly  confess  New  York 
has  not  been  able  to  appreciate. 

The  article  describes  several  of  the  books  pur- 
chased from  the  Duponte  collection  in  a very 
general  fashion,  providing  no  information  on  the 
place  of  printing,  printer,  or  date.  The  Duponte 
copy  of  one  of  the  works  almost  certainly  survives 
in  the  Rare  Book  Division  today:  “the  extremely 
rare  Voyages  of  Marco  Polo  and  other  celebrated 
navigators,  by  Ramusio.  . . The  first  volume  of 
the  Library’s  copy  of  the  second  edition  of 
Ramusio’s  Delle  navigationi  et  viaggi  (Venetia: 
nella  Stamperia  de  Giunti,  1554)  contains  an 
1830  date-stamp  on  the  title  page. 

Johnston  points  out  that  the  Library’s  manu- 
script collection  was  of  little  consequence  when 
Watterston’s  administration  ended.  The  Wash- 
ington City  Chronicle  in  the  summer  of  1829  de- 
scribed in  some  detail  “a  Catholic  missal  or 
breviary,  in  Latin  and  French,  and  though  ad- 
mirably executed  with  the  pen,  rather  difficult  to 
read.  . . .”  The  Chronicle  piece  gives  the 
rather  unlikely  information  that  the  manuscript 
is  dated  1591  (could  this  have  been  an  owner’s 
note?)  and  compliments  the  illumination, 
though  noting  that  “some  illustrations  . . . are 
. . . badly  drawn  and  executed.  . . .”  Though  it 
would  be  highly  instructive  to  see  the  manu- 
script and  judge  its  quality,  I have  not  been  able 
to  locate  it  in  the  Library’s  collections. 

Various  individuals  commented  on  the  col- 
lection in  the  decade  of  the  1820’s.  Jared  Sparks 
wrote  on  May  18,  1826:  “On  American  History 
the  library  is  exceedingly  meagre,  containing 
nothing  but  a few  of  the  commonest  books;  but 
on  American  politics  it  is  full,  particularly 
to  the  year  1808,  when  Mr.  Jefferson  left  the 
government.”  The  poet  Henry  Cogswell 
Knight  felt  that  the  collection  had  an  undue  pro- 
portion of  antiquated  editions  and  of  foreign- 
language  works,  which  he  thought  would  be  of 
little  use  to  Congress.^®  Anne  Royall  criticized 
Watterston  for  letting  the  books  of  the  Sunday 
School  Union  into  the  Library,  saying,  “These 
Sunday  school  books  are  lying  useless  in  the  li- 
brary, as  I would  suppose  no  member  of  Con- 


gress reads  them.  Let  Mr.  W.  sell  them  and  give 
the  amount  to  the  suffering  poor — if  he  is  so 
pious.  . . .”  Johnston  notes  that  these  criti- 
cisms are  “not  altogether  fair”  indications  of 
the  character  of  the  collection.  Of  the  com- 
ments on  the  Library  he  felt  that  Mrs.  Trollope’s 
was  perhaps  “as  fair  as  any.”  She  said  that  the 
Library  was  “very  like  that  of  a private  English 
gentleman,  but  with  less  Latin,  Greek,  and 
Italian.” 

Because  of  congressional  control  of  materials 
selection,  Watterston  had  little  influence  over  the 
development  of  the  Library’s  collections,  and, 
though  Johnston  called  him  a “bookman,”  he  was 
using  the  term  with  a meaning  different  from 
one  others  would  be  likely  to  employ : 

He  was  a journalist,  and  therefore  interested  in  live 
questions,  public  questions;  an  author  of  several  books, 
and  therefore  understood  books  as  only  an  author 
can;  and  above  all  he  was  a bookman — it  is  necessary 
only  to  quote  from  his  commonplace  books  to  indi- 
cate this.®^ 

Watterston  was  an  author,  but  was  he  a man 
broadly  familiar  with  the  book  trade,  with  book 
values,  with  bibliography,  rare  books,  etc.?  Prob- 
ably not.  His  first  letter  to  Jefferson  makes  clear 
that  he  was  not  familiar  with  the  former  Presi- 
dent’s library,  for  he  describes  the  collection  as 
“considerably  larger,  & I presume  much  more 
select  & valuable.”  He  says  of  himself  in  an 
undated  draft  communication  in  the  Watterston 
papers:  “His  knowledge  of  books  & the  extent 
of  his  reading  & attainments  were  such  that  it 
was  thought  by  those  who  visited  the  Liby,  he 
was  acquainted  with  the  contents  of  every  vol. 
in  it.”  There  is  no  indication  in  any  of  the 
surviving  records  that  he  pushed  for  acquiring 
any  significant  collections  for  the  Library. 
Everett  had  to  ask  him  to  prepare  want  lists  and 
on  May  23,  1828,  reminded  him  that  the  Joint 
Committee  wished  him  to  complete  the  collec- 
tion of  the  laws  and  law  reports  of  each  state. 

If  his  role  in  the  development  of  the  collections 
was  small,  it  is  hardly  to  be  wondered.  Had  he 
contented  himself  with  his  library  duties,  he 
would  have  had  more  than  enough  to  do  without 
seeking  responsibilities  that  were  not  really  his. 
He  also  had  broad  and  time-consuming  literary 
and  journalistic  interests  outside  the  Library. 

In  a postscript  to  a letter  of  May  23,  1828, 
Everett  nudges  Watterston,  “Would  it  not  be 
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well  to  make  a little  interest  with  the  Senators 
for  our  appropriation  bill.”  Though  later  Librar- 
ians would  work  closely  with  the  Congress  on 
such  matters,  there  is  no  evidence  that  Watter- 
ston  interested  himsef  in  this  activity.  He  had  a 
superior  attitude  toward  the  Congressmen  he 
served  and  on  more  than  one  occasion  got  in 
some  jabs  at  their  expense,  some  after  his  re- 
moval from  office  and  some  before.  As  editor  of 
the  W ashington  City  Chronicle,  he  commented 
on  November  7,  1829: 

The  Reports  of  the  British  Parliament  . . . are  not  so 
“well  thumbed”  ...  as  they  ought  to  be  by  the  Ameri- 
can legislator.  These  volumes  of  Reports  contain  an 
immense  mass  of  political  information.  . . . We  are 
sorry  to  say  . . . that  there  are  but  few  who  have  as 
yet  discovered  their  value. 

In  his  Wanderer  in  W ashington  he  has  a char- 
acter say  of  the  Library,  “It  is  undoubtedly  an 
invaluable  privilege,  and  he  must,  indeed,  be 
happy  who  can  retire  from  the  agitating  scenes 
of  political  strife,  to  lounge  in  the  splendid  re- 
pository of  wisdom  and  learning,  and  repose  in 
this  Attic  temple  of  the  Muses. — But  I fear  it  is 
not  so  often  resorted  to  as  might  be  expected, 
by  those  who  have  free  admission  into  its 
recesses.” 

There  is  at  least  some  question  about  Watter- 
ston’s  success  in  keeping  the  Library  in  respect- 
able shape.  The  Telegraph  on  December  19, 
1828,  described  the  enormous  collection  of  pub- 
lic documents  in  the  western  gallery  as  “that  aw- 
ful pile  ...  25  feet  high  and  100  long.  . , .”  Wat- 
terston’s  successor,  Meehan,  wrote  to  Edward 
Everett  on  July  16,  1830: 

We  are  getting  on  pretty  well  with  our  labors;  clean- 
ing the  books,  destroying  worms,  and  washing  the 
shelves.  The  evil  you  pointed  out  last  winter,  will  not 
exist  in  the  Library  when  we  again  have  the  pleasure 
of  seeing  you.  The  shelves  shall  be  altered,  where  it  is 
necessary,  so  that  the  boo-ks  may  be  placed  erect.  Some 
of  them  have  been  injured  by  standing  awry  on  the 
shelves  for  several  years.®" 

A British  traveler,  Frederick  Marryat,  called  the 
Library  the  “best  lounge  at  Washington”  but 
added  “the  books  are  certainly  not  very  well 
treated.  I saw  a copy  of  Audubon’s  Ornithology', 
and  many  other  valuable  works,  in  a very  dilapi- 
dated state.  . . .”  Marryat  balanced  his  criti- 
cism by  adding  that  this  state  of  affairs  is  “much 
better  than  locking  it  up,  for  only  the  bindings  to 
be  looked  at.”  The  librarian’s  problem  of  pre- 


serving his  collections  and  at  the  same  time  mak- 
ing them  available  to  users  is  an  old  one  indeed. 

Julia  Kennedy,  in  her  study  of  Watterston’s 
literary  career,  takes  account  of  everything  good 
that  can  be  said  of  him  as  a writer,  but  leaves 
the  conviction  that  his  talent  was  minor.  Her 
bibliography  is  extensive  and  suggests  a wider 
interest  in  Watterston’s  writings  than  actually 
exists.  Many  of  her  references  contain  no  men- 
tion of  Watters  ton  but  are  rather  studies  of  his 
time,  genres  in  which  he  wrote,  people  who  in- 
fluenced him,  etc.  With  some  justice,  she  takes 
issue  with  Johnston’s  statement  that  “after  his 
appointment  [Watterston]  became  an  interpreter 
of  the  literature  in  his  custody  and  ceased  to 
make  any  notable  contribution  to  literature  it- 
self.” In  making  this  remark  Johnston  was  de- 
hning  “literature”  very  literally.  The  L ...  . 
Family  at  W ashington  (1822)  and  Wanderer  in 
W ashington  (1827)  have  considerably  more  life 
than  his  other  literary  efforts  and  are  likely  to 
retain  their  interest  longer.  These  books — they 
are  hard  to  characterize  but  closer  to  novels  than 
anything  else — comment  on  actual  Congressmen, 
cabinet  members,  and  local  institutions  and 
events,  and  have  definite  historical  interest. 

In  a recent  book.  The  Early  American  Novel, 
Henri  Better  accords  little  space  to  Watterston. 
In  discussing  The  Lawyer  and  Glencarn  he 
speaks  of  the  “wildness  and  incoherence”  that 
often  make  the  two  novels  “pretentious  and  ri- 
diculous.” In  another  passage  he  calls  Glen- 
carn “a  preposterous  book.”  Ridiculous  or  not. 
The  Lawyer  is  now  a book  of  some  rarity,  as  a 
recent  price  of  $250  in  a dealer’s  catalog  for  a 
copy  with  some  imperfections  indicates.  The 
book  is  described  in  that  catalog  as  the  first  novel 
printed  west  of  the  Alleghenies  (in  Pittsburgh) 
and  as  the  first  American  novel  with  a lawyer 
as  subject.  To  the  tally  of  “firsts”  Kennedy  adds 
two  more:  “He  was  the  first  to  use  the  National 
Capitol  as  a setting  for  fiction,  and  the  first  to 
realize  the  potentialities  of  Washington  society  as 
good  humorous  material.” 

Watterston’s  literary  and  journalistic  efforts 
were  diverse.  A secretary  of  the  Washington 
Botanical  Society  for  years,  he  wrote  on  tobacco, 
landscape  gardening,  and  assorted  horticultural 
topics.  After  his  removal  from  office  as  Librarian 
he  launched  even  more  ambitiously  into  pub- 
lishing guidebooks,  statistical  compendiums,  bio- 
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graphical  sketches,  textbooks,  and  lectures  and 
well  earned  the  title  which  Kennedy  accords 
him — “the  metropolitan  author.” 

Among  his  nonliteraiy  activities  he  is  remem- 
bered locally  for  his  close  identihcation  with 
/ 

the  Washington  National  Monument  Society.  He 
served  as  the  society’s  secretary  from  its  begin- 
nings until  the  end  of  his  life,  and  before  his 
death  had  the  satisfaction  of  seeing  the  shaft 
reach  a height  of  150  feet.  The  obituary  notice 
which  appeared  in  the  National  Intelligencer, 
Februar)'  6,  1854,  two  days  after  his  death,  did 
not  even  mention  his  years  as  Librarian  of  Con- 
gress but  instead  spent  much  of  the  space  dis- 
cussing his  contribution  to  “the  great  enterprise 
of  erecting  in  this  city  the  Monument  to  the 
memorv'  of  the  Father  of  his  Country.  ...” 

Watterston’s  sharp  tongue,  which  amuses  us 
today  in  the  frequent  outrageousness  of  its  ex- 
cess, is,  of  course,  only  one  side  of  the  man. 
Despite  the  inadequate  financial  support  which 
Watterston  and  the  Joint  Committee  lamented. 


the  Library  grew  under  his  stewardship.  When 
he  left  office  in  1829,  the  Library  of  Congress  had 
the  fourth  largest  collection  in  the  country.  Jef- 
ferson’s classification,  an  innovation  in  the  book 
world,  had  been  adopted  and  would  continue  to 
be  used  throughout  the  century.  The  Library  was 
established  in  handsome  quarters,  not  yet  inade- 
quate as  they  were  to  become  later  in  the  century. 
Issues  had  been  raised  which  would  remain  both 
central  and  hotly  debated  to  this  day — the  role 
of  the  Library  (should  it  be  a library  of  record 
for  the  American  experience  or  an  authoritative 
collection  for  the  entire  world?);  the  Library’s 
proper  clientele;  the  concept  of  a national  li- 
brary; the  most  appropriate  use  of  book  funds 
(should  the  emphasis  be  on  current  books  at  the 
expense  of  important  books  not  previously  ac- 
quired?) ; the  qualifications  desirable  in  the 
Librarian  of  Congress.  And  finally,  though  it 
would  be  no  salve  to  Watterston,  his  career 
served,  as  an  unfortunate  example,  to  remind  his 
successors  of  the  desirability  of  keeping  the  Li- 
brary of  Congress  out  of  politics. 
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John  Silva  Meehan 

A Gentleman  of  Amiable  Nlanners 


by  John  McDonough 


John  Silva  Meehan  (February  6,  1790-April  24, 
1863) , fourth  Librarian  of  Congress,  served  from 
May  28,  1829,  to  May  24,  1861.  In  terms  of 
length  of  service  he  ranks  behind  only  Herbert 
Putnam  and  Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford. 

Early  records  relating  to  Meehan  are  few  and 
unreliable.  He  was  born  in  New  York  City,^ 
where  he  received  his  education  and  became  a 
printer.  In  1811  or  1812  he  went  to  Burlington, 
N.J.,  to  take  part  in  the  printing  of  Richard  S. 
Coxe’s  New  Critical  Pronouncing  Dictionary  of 
the  English  Language;  however,  in  January  1815 
he  was  back  in  New  York  City,  where  he  was 
warranted  as  a midshipman  in  the  United  States 
Navy.  He  was  assigned  to  serve  aboard  the  brig 
Firefly  and  remained  with  it  until  the  following 
April.  The  Firefly  had  been  purchased  by  Cap- 
tain David  Porter  and  fitted  out  as  the  flagship 
of  a squadron  of  five  small  ships  designed  to 
cruise  in  the  West  Indies  and  prey  upon  enemy 
commerce.^  Looking  back  many  years  later  upon 
his  naval  career  in  the  War  of  1812,  Meehan  re- 
marked that  the  “dashing  expedition”  that  had 
been  planned  against  the  British  was  thwarted 
by  the  restoration  of  peace.  The  squadron’s  young 
adventurers,  having  anticipated  a “plentiful 
harvest  of  laurels,”  were  sadly  disappointed.  Yet 


they  were  spared  hardships  and  “perhaps  many 
wounds”  as  a result.^  In  1856  Meehan  was  to 
receive  a bounty  land  warrant  for  160  acres, 
based  on  his  limited  naval  service.^ 

After  the  war  Meehan  was  offered  a commis- 
sion in  the  Marine  Corps.  However,  with  the 
responsibilities  assumed  by  marriage  to  Margaret 
Jones  Monington  of  Burlington  in  1814  and  the 
birth  of  a daughter,  Susan  M.,  in  April  1815,  he 
elected  to  take  up  printing  again  and  moved  to 
Philadelphia.  There,  with  Robert  Anderson  in 
1818,  he  began  publishing  the  Latter  Day 
Luminary,  a religious  journal  issued  five  times  a 
year,  sponsored  by  a committee  of  the  board  of 
managers  of  the  Baptist  General  Convention. 
Early  in  1822  the  firm  of  Anderson  and  Meehan 
moved  to  Washington  and  started  publishing  the 
Luminary  monthly;  ® by  1824  Meehan  was  pub- 
lishing it  alone. 

Another,  more  ambitious  venture  which  they 
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initiated  after  relocating  in  Washington  was  the 
publication  of  the  Columbian  Star,  a highly  de- 
rivative weekly  newspaper  also  associated  with 
the  Baptist  denomination.  The  Star,  with  Rev. 
James  D.  Knowles  as  its  editor,  proclaimed  in  its 
first  issue  that  its  main  design  was  to  be  an  “au- 
thentick  repository  of  Missionary  and  other  reli- 
gious intelligence.”  Yet  not  to  be  neglected  were 
“passing  tidings  of  the  times,”  and  readers  were 
assured  of  receiving  information  on  “the  progress 
of  the  sciences,  and  all  those  liberal  and  useful 
arts  which  embellish  society,  and  meliorate  the 
condition  and  economy  of  life.”  Withal,  the  Star 
also  hoped  to  be  able  “to  throw  an  occasional 
beam  upon  the  path  of  classical  and  elegant 
literature.”  There  would  be  no  concern  with 
“politicks,”  for  the  pages  of  the  Star  would  will- 
ingly leave  to  others  the  “unprofitable  conflicts 
of  partisan  animosity.”  ® In  such  a controlled 
climate  John  Silva  Meehan  prospered  for  more 
than  four  years.  Early  in  1823  Anderson’s  name 
was  dropped  from  the  paper’s  masthead  and 
Meehan  alone  appeared  as  the  publisher.  Special 
items,  such  as  Mr.  Webster's  Speech  on  the  Greek 
Revolution,  were  also  published  by  Meehan  at 
the  Star  office  and  were  offered  to  the  public.^ 
On  July  9,  1825,  the  Star  contained  an  an- 
nouncement of  the  relinquishment  by  Reverend 
Knowles  of  the  editorship  and,  although  there 
was  no  formal  indication  that  Meehan  was  his 
successor,  no  name  other  than  his  appeared  on 
the  front  page.  Readers  were  assured  on  July  16 
that  the  objects  for  which  the  paper  had  t^en 
established  would  be  promoted,  and  that  no  “un- 
friendliness or  illiberality”  would  be  manifested.® 
In  January  1826,  Meehan  abruptly  relin- 
quished control  over  the  Columbian  Star.  Baron 
Stow,  a bright  ministerial  light  from  Columbian 
College  (later  to  become  George  Washington 
University) , took  charge.  On  January  28  it  was 
reported  that  Meehan  had  “determined  to  com- 
mence the  publication  of  a political  journal”  in 
Washington  and  therefore  had  “deemed  it  judici- 
ous” to  separate  himself  from  all  connections 
with  the  Star.  Stow  acknowledged  the  “able, 
faithful,  and  assiduous  manner”  in  which 
Meehan  had  discharged  his  numerous  duties  and 
noted  that  he  had  given  “high  satisfaction”  to  the 
paper’s  patrons  and  friends.  The  discontinuance 
of  the  Latter  Day  Luminary  was  announced  at 
the  same  time.® 


John  Silva  Meehan  had  reached  a turning 
point  in  his  life.  He  was  in  his  midthirties,  his 
family  included  six  children,  and  he  was  aban- 
doning a placid  career  as  publisher  of  a religious 
weekly  to  take  up  the  publication  of  a partisan 
political  newspaper  designed  to  be  in  the  fore- 
front of  the  controversy  resulting  from  the  elec- 
tion of  John  Quincy  Adams.  The  extent  to  which 
Meehan’s  own  ambition  was  involved  in  this 
dramatic  change  of  careers  cannot  be  assessed, 
particularly  since  Senator  John  Henry  Eaton  of 
Tennessee  may  have  been  the  instrumentality 
through  which  the  change  was  made.  Eaton,  who 
had  already  written  a life  of  Andrew  Jackson, 
who  was  to  become  his  secretary  of  war  in  1829, 
and  who,  more  memorably,  was  to  take  Peggy 
O’ Neale  as  his  bride,  was  the  focus  of  the  forces 
in  Washington  that  intended  to  see  to  it  that  the 
Jacksonian  point  of  view  would  be  vigorously 
expressed  in  the  national  capital.  The  Washing- 
ton Gazette,  of  which  Jonathan  Elliot  had  long 
been  the  proprietor,  was  the  chosen  medium,  and 
Meehan  became  the  nominal  purchaser  thereof. 
It  was  said  that  Eaton  was  responsible  for  the 
purchase,  and  the  notes  were  endorsed  by  John 
P.  Van  Ness,  a wealthy  and  distinguished  re- 
sident of  Washington  who  later  became  its 
mayor.^® 

The  tone  of  Meehan’s  newspaper,  which  had 
its  name  changed  to  the  United  States'  Tele- 
graph, was  set  in  its  first  issue  on  February  6, 
1826.  The  paper’s  motto  proclaimed  that  “Power 
is  always  stealing  from  the  many  to  the  few,” 
and  this  view  was  supported  editorially  by  a 
declaration  that  “in  common  with  a decided 
majority  of  the  American  people,”  the  Telegraph 
was  “not  satisfied  with  the  recent  course  of  politi- 
cal events  in  our  country.”  The  election  of  Presi- 
dent Adams,  as  well  as  his  selection  of  Henry 
Clay  as  secretary  of  state,  had  been  brought 
about  only  by  the  open  condemnation  and  viola- 
tion of  “the  most  sacred  principles  of  the  Con- 
stitution.” Recognition  of  this  view  was  quick 
in  coming.  The  Boston  Courier  of  February  13 
noticed  that  “Mr.  Meehan  very  frankly  avows 
his  principles,  and  the  course  he  intends  to 
pursue.”  This  course  was  immediately  con- 
troversial, and  that  it  would  meet  with  the  ap- 
proval of  the  distant  but  watchful  Andrew 
Jackson  seemed  likely.  Upon  reading  the  pro- 
spectus of  the  Telegraph,  Jackson  remarked: 
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There  has  been  a new  paper  established  at  the  city 
called  the  United  States  Telegraph;  from  its  pro- 
spectus I would  Judge,  it  is  intended  to  sustain  the 
amendment  proposed  to  the  constitution  [for  direct 
election  of  President  and  Vice  President],  and  to  op- 
pose the  principles  by  which  Mr.  Adams  got  into  the 
Presidency;  and  to  unite  the  republicans  into  one  solid 
colum  against  Mr.  Adams  second  election.  . . 

Almost  from  its  inception  there  was  discus- 
sion concerning  the  actual  control  of  the  Tele- 
graph. It  must  have  been  clear  that  John  Mee- 
han was  not  the  man  to  mount  the  type  of  at- 
tack that  was  beginning  to  be  carried  on  against 
the  Adams  administration.  The  Richmond  Whig 
commented  that  the  Telegraph  was  “edited  by 
nobody  knows  whom,  supported,  nobody  knows 
how,”  and  was,  furthermore,  “faithless  in  its 
principles,  scurrilous  in  its  language,  insincere  in 
its  opinions,  in  ‘bad  odour  at  home,’  and  worse 
repute  abroad.”  Much  of  this  was  standard, 
clamorous  fare  in  the  press  of  the  times,  but  the 
Telegraph's  rebuttal  of  the  charges  of  anonymity 
was  weak  in  claiming  that  the  name  of  the  editor 
was  “not  a secret”  in  Washington,  while  fail- 
ing to  name  him.  It  was  at  this  juncture  that 
Meehan,  or  those  who  had  sponsored  him,  de- 
cided that  it  was  time  for  a change.  He  may  or 
may  not  have  been  inept  in  his  role  as  spokes- 
man for  the  T ele graph,  but  a more  dynamic  and 
forceful  personality  had  appeared  on  the  scene 
and  the  time  had  come  for  Meehan  to  step  aside. 

Duff  Green  was  all  that  Meehan  was  not — a 
“man  of  versatile  interests,  wide  information, 
shrewd  insight  into  human  nature,  with  a pench- 
ant for  political  intrigue,  and  an  unflagging 
industry.”  He  could  be  depended  upon  to  as- 
sail the  Adams  administration  in  the  manner  ex- 
pected. Green’s  takeover,  however,  had  to  be 
gradual,  probably  because  of  the  need  to  work 
out  financial  arrangements.  Green’s  own  account, 
written  in  1866,  states  that  Jackson  unsuccess- 
fully urged  him,  as  early  as  1825,  to  take  charge 
of  a Washington  paper  in  his  behalf.  The  fol- 
lowing year,  while  visiting  Washington,  Green 
submitted  several  items  for  publication  in  Mee- 
han’s Telegraph  and  the  resulting  abuse  in  the 
pages  of  the  opposition  press  led  him  to  march 
into  Meehan’s  office,  negotiate  a price  for  the 
sale  of  the  paper,  and  draw  a check  for  the 
amount.^®  Actually  the  takeover  was  more  pro- 
longed and  depended  once  again  upon  the  fi- 


nancial maneuvering  of  John  Eaton,  who  with 
11  other  subscribers — 10  of  whom  were  Mem- 
bers of  Congress — signed  a note  on  May  20  for 
$3,000,  thus  enabling  Green  to  assume  control.^'^ 

On  April  26,  1826,  Green  formally  announced 
in  a signed  column  in  the  Telegraph  that  the 
control  of  the  editorial  department  of  the  paper 
would  henceforth  be  his.  Meehan,  he  declared, 
had  been  responsible  for  the  establishment  of 
the  paper,  had  been  its  sole  proprietor,  and 
therefore  had  been  free  to  act  and  to  do  “as 
his  judgment  advised.”  With  this  gesture  made. 
Green  proceeded  to  take  command.  On  June  5 
an  agreement  was  concluded  between  Green  and 
Meehan,^®  and  on  October  17  Meehan’s  name 
appeared  in  the  Telegraph  as  publisher  for  the 
last  time.  No  further  indication  of  the  change  in 
affairs  at  the  Telegraph  was  made  and  there  was 
no  appreciative  farewell  to  Meehan,  such  as  that 
which  had  been  extended  by  Baron  Stow  when 
Meehan  left  the  Columbian  Star  some  months 
before.  Meehan  himself  has  left  no  record  of  his 
feelings  upon  giving  up  the  Telegraph,  but  judg- 
ing from  his  life  before  and  after  this  brief  inter- 
val, it  is  likely  that  he  had  been  discomfited  by 
the  role  of  aggressive  editor. 

In  the  summer  of  1826,  as  Meehan’s  tenure  as 
editor  and  publisher  was  drawing  to  a close,  a 
personal  tragedy  overtook  him.  His  wife  of  12 
years  died  just  after  the  birth  of  her  seventh  child, 
on  July  17,  and  the  child  did  not  live  out  the 
day.^°  With  six  children  at  home,  Meehan  re- 
mained a widower  for  little  more  than  a year, 
marrying  Rachel  T.  Monington,  his  wife’s  sister, 
on  October  27,  1827.  Two  children  were  born 
of  this  second  marriage.  Rachel  was  to  survive 
her  husband  for  many  years,  dying  on  Capitol 
Hill  in  1882,  but  only  three  of  Meehan’s  nine 
children  are  known  to  have  outlived  him. 

Some  time  after  leaving  the  Telegraph  Mee- 
han found  himself  serving  the  Baptist  cause  once 
again,  this  time  as  secretary  of  the  board  of 
trustees  of  Columbian  College.  During  this  pe- 
riod he  is  also  said  to  have  supported  the  elec- 
tion of  Andrew  Jackson  in  1828.^^  He  had  cer- 
tainly been  an  early  advocate  of  Jackson,  and  his 
services  in  1826,  whether  availing  or  not,  had 
demonstrated  his  loyalty.  In  1829  loyalty  and 
perseverance  were  about  to  be  rewarded,  just  as 
the  upholders  of  “bargain,  intrigue,  and  corrup- 
tion” were  to  be  punished. 
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One  who  was  destined  to  be  removed  from 
office  was  George  Watterston  (1783-1854),  who 
from  1815  had  served  as  Librarian  of  Congress. 
Watterston  was  a literary  man,  and  otherwise  a 
man  of  parts,  who  has  been  described  as  “not  a 
person  graciously  to  receive  guidance  nor  . . . 
thick  skinned  enough  to  accept  a rebuke  with- 
out deep  and  vituperative  resentment.”  As 
early  as  1826  he  had  expressed  to  William  Czar 
Bradley,  a Vermont  Congressman,  his  uneasiness 
over  the  “greedy  & hungry  expectants  of  office” 
who  flocked  to  Washington,  and  he  asked  Brad- 
ley for  the  identity  of  a man  who  had  been  labor- 
ing to  undermine  him,  in  order  that  he  might 
“mark  him  & be  put  upon  my  guard  in  future,” 

By  the  spring  of  1829  there  was  nothing  that 
Watterston  could  do  to  save  himself.  Even  while 
serving  as  Librarian  of  Congress  he  had  been 
in  the  pay  of  Peter  Force’s  National  Journal, 
and  some  of  his  connections,  powerful  in  their 
day,  could  only  serve  him  ill  in  the  aftermath  of 
Jackson’s  election.  Not  the  least  of  these  associa- 
tions was  that  with  Henry  Clay,  the  man  to  whom 
Jackson  attributed  his  loss  of  the  Presidency  in 
1825.  Jackson  saw  removal  as  “reform”  and,  al- 
though the  duty  was  disagreeable,  likened  it  to 
the  cleansing  of  “the  augean  stables.”  The 
metaphor  was  congenial  to  the  Jacksonians,  for 
Sam  Houston  rejoiced  that  the  “stalls  of  Wash- 
ington” had  been  cleaned.  He  went  on  to  urge 
Jackson:  “Get  rid  of  all  the  wolves  and  the  bark- 
ing of  Puppies,  can  never  destroy  the  fold.’^ 
Whether  Watterston  was  considered  a wolf  or  a 
puppy  cannot  be  determined;  that  his  outcry 
upon  removal  was  loud  and  long  cannot  be 
denied. 

Watterston  first  presented  his  case  in  the  press, 
principally  in  the  pages  of  the  National  Journal,^'^ 
and  then  prepared  a printed  statement  for  dis- 
tribution to  members  of  Congress.  Watterston’s 
complaint  was  threefold : his  removal  was  an  act 
of  injustice,  it  was  illegal,  and  his  replacement 
was  incompetent.^®  Henry  Clay  was  indignant 
and  seized  upon  a shopworn  analogy  in  compar- 
ing Watterston’s  removal  to  “that  act  by  which 
the  famous  Alexandrian  Library  was  reduced  to 
ashes.”  But  Clay  admitted  that  it  was  not  in  his 
power  to  do  anything  more  than  assure  Watter- 
ston of  his  “high  esteem  and  regard.”  Finding 
himself  unable  to  reverse  the  situation,  Watter- 


Meehan’s  diary  entry  for  June  29,  1852,  commenting  on 
the  death  of  Henry  Clay.  Although  Clay  had  been  indig- 
nant over  the  removal  of  George  Watterston  as  Li- 
brarian of  Congress  in  1829,  looking  upon  it  as  a step 
”in  keeping  with  the  despotism’’  that  ruled  in  Wash- 
ington, Meehan  was  characteristically  magnanimous  in 
his  estimate  of  Clay.  LC MS— 93898— 1 

ston  nonetheless  never  abandoned  his  ambition 
to  be  restored  as  Librarian  of  Congress.  He  used 
cajolery,  threats,  and  flattery,  particularly  when 
the  Whigs  came  to  power,  but  in  vain.  William 
Henry  Harrison  was  elected,  but  died  almost  at 
once  and  “gave  no  sign”;  John  Tyler,  who  suc- 
ceeded him,  “proved  a traitor  from  whom  no 
Whig  could  expect  favor” ; Zachary  Taylor  “paid 
no  attention”;  and  Millard  Fillmore,  in  a per- 
sonal interview,  refused  “the  simxple  act  of  jus- 
tice” Watterston  desired.®^  If  it  has  been  said 
that  “the  injury  to  the  Library  became  incal- 
culable” as  a result  of  Watterston’s  removal,  it 
has  also  been  said  the  he  had  been  “Librarian 
on  one  side  of  the  aisle  rather  than  Librarian  of 
Congress.”  This  was  not  to  be  a mistake  made  by 
his  successor.®^ 

John  Silva  Meehan  replaced  Watterston  on 
May  28,  1829.  It  is  said  he  was  not  Jackson’s 
first  choice,  that  honor  having  been  accorded 
Charles  P.  Tutt,  who  preferred  an  appointment 
as  U.S.  Navy  Agent  at  Pensacola.®®  Meehan, 
however,  was  eminently  acceptable  on  the  score 
of  past  loyalty,  and  the  commission  he  received 
designating  him  as  Librarian  of  Congress  noted 
that  the  President  reposed  “special  Trust  and 
Confidence  in  the  Intergrity,  Diligence  and  Dis- 
cretion of  John  S.  Meehan.”  ®^ 

Meehan  was  39  years  old  when  he  became 
Librarian.  He  was  of  medium  height  (5  feet,  7 
inches)  and  had  brown  hair,  brown  eyes,  and  a 
complexion  tending  toward  the  florid.®®  The  only 
known  surviving  daguerreotype  provides  the  like- 
ness of  a much  older  man,  but  in  the  opinion  of 
an  admirer  it  reveals  a man  “remarkably  hand- 
some, possessed  of  regular  features,  a well  molded 
chin,  thin  lips,  hair  worn  long  upon  the  temples, 
a straight  nose,  bushy  brows,  and  fine  eyes  be- 
hind the  crow’s  feet  which  betrayed  his  self- 
possession  and  good  humor.”  ®®  The  Library  that 
Meehan  took  over  occupied  the  greater  part  of 
the  central  portion  of  the  western  front  of  the 
Capitol.  There  were  about  16,000  volumes  in  his 
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custody  there  and  they  were  arranged  on  the 
shelves  in  the  Library’s  alcoves  in  accordance 
with  the  various  chapters  constituting  the  classi- 
fication scheme  inherited  from  Thomas  Jeffer- 
son. Once,  when  asked  for  his  opinions  on  shelv- 
ing books,  Meehan  insisted  on  the  virtues  of 
moveable^’  as  opposed  to  ‘‘moveable^'  shelves.  He 
believed  that  “any  deviations  in  the  line  of  shelves 
would  offend  the  taste  of  a precise  man,”  and 
he  was  a precise  man,  as  he  thought  all  librarians 
should  be.  On  these  immovable  shelves  the  books 
were  “first  classified  as  to  their  subjects/^  and 
then  according  to  ‘‘size,  or  form/^  with  spaces 
between  shelves  adjusted  so  that  all  the  duo- 
decimo or  smaller  books  were  on  the  upper 
shelves,  followed  by  shelves  for  octavos  and 
quartos,  with  folios  and  super-royal  volumes  oc- 
cupying the  bottom  shelf.  The  little  space  that 
might  be  gained  by  movable  shelves  would  be  “a 
very  inadequate  compensation  for  marring  the 
beauty  of  our  present  lines. . . .” 

The  arrangement  of  the  books  in  the  Library 
even  had  a bearing  on  the  almost  unceasing 
cataloging  activities  that  Meehan  and  his  as- 
sistants had  to  perform.  In  making  out  their 
catalogs  they  would  “first  arrange  the  books  in 
their  proper  classes,  as  ‘Ancient  History,’  ‘Mod- 
ern History,’  ‘Politics,’  ‘Religion,’  etc.,  and  then, 
under  each  classification,  place  the  works  in 
alphabetical  order.”  This  methodology,  he  re- 
marked to  Charles  James  Faulkner,  chairman  of 
the  Virginia  State  Library  Committee,  tasked  the 
Librarian  “rather  severely  in  arranging  the  books 
to  their  proper  position.”  In  his  time  Meehan 
prepared  the  general  catalogs  of  1830  (258 
pages),  1839  (747  pages),  1849  (1,022  pages), 
and  1861  ( 1,398  pages) . These  catalogs  were  be- 
wildering enough  with  their  multiple  alphabets 
within  chapters,  but  when  the  books  that  had 
been  received  in  the  years  between  the  general 
catalogs  were  accounted  for  in  annual  supple- 
ments the  result  was  stultifying  as  a compendium 
and  stupefying  to  use.  For  example,  anyone  con- 
sulting the  Library’s  published  catalogs  in  1848 
would  have  had  to  pore  over  not  only  the  general 
catalog  of  1839  but  also  eight  individual  supple- 
ments, totaling  210  pages,  again  with  the  alpha- 
bet dispersed  throughout  the  many  chapters.  A 
wholesale  reformation  of  the  system  of  cataloging 
was  badly  needed.  One  attempt  was  made  in  the 
1850’s  but  it  did  not  originate  with  Meehan  and 


was  not  carried  through  to  completion. 

When  Meehan  first  came  to  the  Library  he 
had  one  assistant.  He  soon  added  a messenger 
and  eventually  had  two  other  assistants,  one  of 
whom  was  his  son,  Charles  Henr)^  Wharton  Mee- 
han. Edward  B.  Stelle,  who  had  worked  briefly 
with  Watterston  and  was  removed  with  him,  re- 
turned to  the  Library  in  1830  and  remained  as 
Meehan’s  faithful  assistant  thereafter.^^  The 
Librarian’s  salary,  set  at  $1,500,  stayed  at  that 
level  for  25  years,  v/hereupon  it  was  increased  to 
$1,800,  and  finally,  in  the  fiscal  year  1855,  to 
$2,160.  The  total  appropriation  for  the  Library 
of  Congress  in  1830  was  $7,750,  which  included 
$5,000  for  books  and  $450  for  contingent  ex- 
penses. The  $5,000  appropriation  for  books,  ex- 
cept for  a few  notable  years,  remained  steady  at 
that  amount  throughout  the  long  period  of  Mee- 
han’s service.  After  1831  an  annual  appropriation 
of  $1,000,  later  increased  to  $2,000,  was  made 
for  the  purchase  of  lawbooks.  During  Meehan’s 
last  year  in  the  Library  the  total  appropriation 
was  $1 7,000.^*^ 

On  July  14,  1832,  Congress  approved  an  act 
designed  to  increase  and  improve  the  law  de- 
partment of  the  Library  of  Congress.  A nearby 
room,  north  of  the  main  Library  room,  was  fitted 
out  accordingly  and  the  Library’s  2,01 1 lawbooks, 
of  which  693  had  been  in  Jefferson’s  library,  were 
moved.  The  site  was  shifted  two  more  times 
before  Meehan’s  retirement — once  in  1843  to  a 
room  in  the  basement  of  the  west  side  of  the 
north  wing,  and  again  in  1860  to  the  room  in  the 
basement  floor  formerly  occupied  by  the  Supreme 
Court.  As  a result  of  the  legislation  of  1832,  the 
members  of  the  Court  were  to  have  free  access 
to  the  Law  Library  and  were  to  make  its  rules 
and  regulations;  the  chief  justice  was  to  have  the 
decisive  role  in  selecting  books  for  the  collection. 
Although  it  remained  a part  of  the  Library  of 
Congress,  the  direction  of  the  Law  Libra^  then 
came  effectively  under  the  control  of  the  justices 
of  the  Supreme  Court.^^ 

C.  H.  Wharton  Meehan,  who  had  been  pre- 
viously employed  in  various  positions  in  the  Li- 
brary, eventually  emerged  as  the  custodian  of  the 
Law  Library.  As  the  only  survivor  of  the  changes 
made  during  the  first  days  of  the  Lincoln  admin- 
istration, he  remained  at  his  post  until  his  death 
on  July  5,  1872.  The  Catalogue  of  the  Law  De- 
partment of  the  Library  of  Congress  (Washing- 
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ton:  Lemuel  Towers,  Printer,  1860)  bears  his 
name  as  compiler.  In  the  preface  to  this  225-page 
catalog,  Meehan  noted  that  his  department  now 
numbered  “15,939  volumes  of  works  exclusively 
treating  of  law.”  Like  his  father,  Wharton  was 
known  for  his  cheerful  disposition  and  obliging 
manner.  Perhaps  an  indication  of  this  relaxed 
approach  to  life  can  be  detected  in  a slim  volume 
by  “a  Professor,”  the  authorship  of  which  has 
been  attributed  to  G.  H.  W.  Meehan.  On  page 
32  of  The  Law  and  Practice  of  the  Game  of 
Euchre  (Philadelphia:  T.  B.  Peterson  & brothers, 
1862),  the  “Professor”  declared:  “Of  all  seden- 
tary amusements — except  a fourth  class  clerkship 
in  the  Treasury  Department — we  most  ‘affec- 
tionate’ Euchre.”  Meehan  was,  however,  greatly 
esteemed,  and  one  of  his  eulogists  asserted  that  he 
had  “made  the  Law  Library  of  Congress  . . . 
probably  the  best  law  library  in  the  world.” 

The  Congress  had  two  opportunities,  in  1836 
and  1844,  which,  if  they  had  been  acted  upon  suc- 
cessfully, would  have  done  away  with  the  notion 
that  the  Library  of  Congress  was  meant  to  be 
solely  a legislative  library  and  would  have  gone 
far  tov/ard  setting  it  upon  its  course  once  and  for 
all  as  the  first  library  in  the  land.  Meehan  ap- 
pears to  have  been  only  a spectator  on  both  oc- 
casions, but  since  that  in  itself  tells  something 
of  the  role  of  the  Librarian  in  those  times,  and 
because  the  results  affected  the  Library  that  he 
was  charged  with  administering,  a mention  of 
these  lost  opportunities  should  be  made. 

The  first  involved  an  offer  to  purchase  the 
library,  famed  throughout  Europe,  of  Count  Di- 
mitri! Petrovich  Buturlin.  While  living  in  Flor- 
ence, the  count  had  assembled  a magnificent, 
scholarly,  multilingual  collection  of  25,000  vol- 
umes and  a number  of  valuable  manuscripts. 
The  price  for  this  unique  collection  was  known 
to  be  in  the  range  of  $50,000  to  $60,000 — far 
below  its  true  value.  Support  was  forthcoming 
from  withing  the  Library  Committee,  includ- 
ing that  of  Daniel  Webster,  and  the  committee 
recommended  a resolution  looking  to  the  negotia- 
tion of  a contract  for  the  purchase  of  the  collec- 
tion. When  the  resolution  came  up  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate,  however,  it  was  rejected  by  a vote 
of  17  to  16,  Henry  Clay  voting  with  the  majority. 
Buturlin’s  library  was  sold  piecemeal  in  Paris  a 
few  years  later.  The  loss  of  the  Buturlin  library 
served  as  a precedent  for  the  rejection  of  the 


library  of  the  Durazzo  family  in  Italy  also.  Al- 
though not  of  the  same  order  of  significance  as 
the  Buturlin  library,  the  Durazzo  library  of  more 
than  10,000  volumes  was  considered  to  be  one  of 
the  choicest  private  libraries  in  Europe.  Offered 
at  $30,000,  it  was  rejected  in  June  1844  as  con- 
sisting preponderantly  of  literature  in  languages 
other  than  English.  The  rejection  of  these  two 
collections,  particularly  the  Buturlin,  had  the  ef- 
fect of  giving  notice  that  the  essential  character 
of  the  Library  of  Congress  was  to  remain  un- 
changed and  that  proponents  of  a national  li- 
brary would  have  to  look  elsewhere. 

Meehan  always  kept  in  mind  that  he  was  a 
creature  of  the  Congress  and  took  pains  to  see 
to  it  that  the  bidding  of  its  Members  was  car- 
ried out.  His  opportunities  to  be  of  service  were 
never  ending.  Some  substantiation  of  this  can  be 
seen  in  the  elaborate  receipt  books,  or  borrower’s 
ledgers,  that  he  carefully  maintained.  These  oc- 
cupy 10  large  volumes  m which  are  preserved 
fascinating  records  of  the  reading — or  at  least 
borrowing — habits  of  the  Representatives  and 
Senators  of  three  decades.  Each  interested  Mem- 
ber was  apparently  asked  to  place  his  signature 
on  a partly  printed  page  that  was  reserved  for 
him  in  the  receipt  book.  Items  borrowed  were 
entered,  almost  always  in  Meehan’s  hand,  and 
duly  checked  off  upon  return,  providing  an  indi- 
cation of  the  frequency  and  extent  of  his  deal- 
ings with  these  individual  Members.  On  many 
pages  the  signatures  have  been  cut  out,  not  by 
autograph  seekers  it  is  believed,  but  by  the  Mem- 
ber himself  as  an  added  precaution  that  his  lia- 
bility for  the  books  recorded  on  that  page  had 
terminated. 

The  Librarian’s  most  significant  encounters,  of 
course,  were  with  the  members  of  the  Joint  Com- 
mittee on  the  Library,  and  particularly  with  its 
chairman.  This  relationship,  in  all  its  ramifica- 
tions, is  very  clearly  developed  beginning  in  the 
fall  of  1843,  from  which  time  forward  there  are 
Librarian’s  Letterbooks  containing  fair  copies 
and  letterpress  copies  of  Meehan’s  outgoing  cor- 
respondence. Earlier  evidence  of  the  posture 
taken  before  the  committee  is  scarce,  but  from 
the  little  information  that  is  available  there  can 
be  no  question  of  the  deferential  nature  of  the 
relationship.  As  early  as  June  1830,  even  with 
Jacksonianism  in  the  saddle,  Meehan  was  hand- 
ling Edward  Everett,  a National-Republican  of 
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A page  from  one  of  the  Receipt  Books  maintained  by 
Librarian  Meehan^  in  which  he  kept  track  of  books  in 
circulation  to  Members  of  Congress.  This  page  reflects 
the  reading  habits  of  “the  pathfinder  ” John  C. 
Fremont,  and  perhaps  of  his  wife,  the  incomparable 
Jessie  Benton  Fremont.  LCMS—93898—2 
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Massachusetts,  with  great  circumspection,  seek- 
ing his  opinion,  keeping  him  fully  informed,  and 
closing  a letter  with  an  expression  of  “sincere 
gratitude  for  the  many  kind  offices  I have  re- 
ceived at  your  hands.”  In  July  Everett  was  as- 
sured that  an  “evil”  he  had  pointed  out  last 
winter  would  “not  exist  in  the  Library  when  we 
again  have  the  pleasure  of  seeing  you.”  A copy 
of  a letter  to  Obadiah  Rich,  recently  appointed 
London  agent  of  the  Library,  was  enclosed  to 
Everett  “for  a friendly  correction”  in  case  he 
noticed  “any  omissions  or  improprieties  in  it.” 


Late  in  1831,  Meehan  made  “considerable  in- 
quiry” and  exerted  himself  in  other  ways  in  at- 
tempting to  serve  Everett  in  seeking  “accom- 
modation in  our  city,”  and  did  succeed  in  finding 
a house  that  he  thought  would  be  “agreeable”  to 
him.  And  finally,  in  1832,  after  a visit  to  the 
“principal  Libraries  in  the  cities  North  and  East” 
of  Washington,  a visit  that  Everett  had  once 
urged  upon  him,  Meehan  reported  that  he  was 
considerably  improved  by  what  he  had  seen  and 
heard  and  was  now  “much  more  than  half  a 
yankee.’’ 
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It  was  in  1845,  however,  the  year  that  Senator 
James  Alfred  Pearce  of  Maryland  came  to  the 
committee,  that  an  era  of  extraordinarily  close 
collaboration  between  the  committee — in  the 
person  of  its  chairman — and  the  Librarian  really 
began.  In  the  same  year  William  Q.  Force,  in 
Force’s  Picture  of  the  City  of  Washington  and  Its 
Vicinity  for  1845,  characterized  the  Library  in 
the  following  charming  manner: 

Within  the  Capitol  is  a Library  of  about  forty  thou- 
sand volumes,  in  a large  and  elegant  room,  and  dis- 
posed in  order  by  an  excellent  librarian.  The  Library 
is  open  to  visiters  daily  during  the  session,  and  every 
other  day  in  the  week  during  the  recess.  The  librarian 
is  a gentleman  of  amiable  manners  and  takes  pleasure 
in  exhibiting  the  books  under  his  charge. 

This  was  what  Pearce  had  inherited  and  what  he 
wished  to  preserve  and  build  upon. 

Pearce  is  a figure  of  much  interest.  He  was 
born  in  Alexandria,  Va.,  in  1805,  and  attended 
Princeton  College,  graduating  with  first  honors 
at  age  17.  After  studying  law  and  gaining  ad- 
mission to  the  Maryland  bar,  he  spent  three  years 
as  a planter  in  Louisiana.  Returning  to  Mary- 
land he  resumed  the  practice  of  law  and  also 
commenced  farming  in  Ghestertown.  He  was 
soon  called  into  public  life,  serving  first  in  the 
Maryland  legislature  and  then  in  the  U.S.  House 
of  Representatives.  In  1843  he  was  elected  to 
the  Senate  and  remained  there  continuously 
until  his  death  in  1862.^®  He  has  been  described 
as  “a  type  of  the  gentleman  of  the  old  school,” 
and  in  appearance  was  “tall,  with  a command- 
ing figure,  expressive  features,  blue  eyes,  and 
light  hair.”  John  J.  Crittenden,  a Senate  col- 
league, considered  him  “a  noble  fellow — -a  man 
of  first  rate  talents,  & a gentleman  of  the  highest 
order.”  He  was  possessed  of  “a  high  spirit  & quick 
temper,”  but  great  allowances  nonetheless  had 
to  be  made  for  “friends  of  so  much  truth  & 
worth.”  William  Pitt  Fessenden,  who  served 
with  him  in  later  years  on  the  Joint  Committee 
on  the  Library,  testified  to  Pearce’s  distinction  as 
a scholar,  and  saw  him  as  a man  “thoroughly 
imbued  with  a love  of  letters  and  of  science.” 
His  mind  was  “disciplined  to  logical  exactness,” 
but  he  was  fond  of  the  beautiful  “in  all  its  forms 
and  quick  to  discern  it.”  He  was  held  to  be  a 
master  of  the  language,  to  whom  an  “awkward 
phrase  was  ...  an  annoyance,  and  vulgarity 


James  Alfred  Pearce,  Senator  from  Maryland  and  for 
many  years  chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Library.  Complete  understanding  existed  between 
Meehan  and  Pearce.  Librarian  John  Stephenson  said 
of  Pearce:  ‘‘The  elegant  courtesy  of  his  manners,  and 
the  kindness  of  his  feeling,  made  his  presence  in  the 
Library  always  a pleasure  to  every  one  employed  there.” 

almost  a crime.”  A man  of  culture,  therefore, 
and  of  conservative  views,  the  objects  of  his 
“fostering  care”  were  the  Library  of  Congress, 
the  Botanic  Garden,  the  Smithsonian  Institu- 
tion, and  the  Coast  Survey  Department.  During 
the  Fillmore  administration  he  was  nominated 
and  confirmed  as  secretary  of  the  interior  but 
declined,  preferring  his  position  in  the  Senate 
to  any  other. 

About  the  time  Pearce  came  to  the  chairman- 
ship of  the  Library  Committee  and  the  working 
arrangement  with  Librarian  Meehan  was  begin- 
ning, a plan  that  had  much  promise  for  the  fu- 
ture of  the  Library  of  Congress  was  reaching  its 
final  stages.  The  matter  was  complicated,  be- 
cause it  involved  the  creation  of  the  Smithsonian 
Institution  and  the  direction  that  institution  was 
to  take,  the  establishment  of  a national  library, 
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and  the  use  of  federal  copyright  law  to  enrich 
library  collections.  James  Smithson’s  bequest  of 
half  a million  dollars  to  the  United  States  in 
1838  was  the  starting  point  of  a sequence  which 
by  August  10,  1846,  resulted  in  the  act  establish- 
ing the  Smithsonian  Institution.  The  debate 
leading  up  to  this  legislation  had  been  long  and 
wide  ranging.  Some  of  the  more  eloquent  par- 
ticipants, such  as  Rufus  Choate  and  George  P. 
Marsh,  as  well  as  James  A.  Pearce,  were  members 
of  the  Library  Committee  and  at  various  times 
had  been  advocates  of  the  idea  of  a national 
librarv,  with  its  seat  at  the  Smithsonian  Institu- 
tion. None  of  these  men  saw  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress as  eventuallv  filling  this  role.  In  the  Smith- 
sonian Act  of  1846,  however,  there  was  a copy- 
right provision  directing  that  one  copy  of  each 
book,  map,  chart,  muscial  composition,  print,  cut, 
or  engraving  produced  in  the  United  States 
should  be  placed  in  the  Library  of  Congress  as 
well  as  in  the  Smithsonian  library.  At  last  the 
concept  of  utilizing  copyright  deposits  for  the 
building  of  national  library  resources  had  been 
enunciated,  even  though  the  implementation  of 
the  idea  was  beset  with  practical  difficulties  and 
differences  of  opinion.  For  one  thing,  the  legis- 
lation had  no  teeth,  since  neither  institution  could 
compel  deposits  and  the  actual  validity  of  a copy- 
right did  not  appear  to  depend  upon  a deposit. 
Furthermore,  those  responsible  for  the  develop- 
ment of  the  collections  of  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress seemed  to  be  indifferent,  if  not  hostile,  to  the 
processing  of  copyright  deposits.  Charles  C. 
Jewett,  the  Smithsonian’s  librarian,  fully  recog- 
nized the  significance  of  these  deposits  and 
yearned  to  see  his  library  become  the  national 
library.  But  he  lost  the  confidence  of  Joseph 
Henry,  secretary  of  the  Smithsonian,  and  left 
Washington.  Without  him  on  the  scene  copy- 
right deposits  dwindled  even  more,  and  the  law 
requiring  that  items  be  forwarded  to  the  Smith- 
sonian and  the  Library  of  Congress  was  repealed 
on  February  5,  1859.  Single  copies  of  items  were 
then  to  be  sent  to  the  Patent  Office,  for  legal  evi- 
dence of  copyright  only,  not  for  use.®’^ 

Meehan  had  undoubtedly  found  the  task  of 
attending  to  copyright  matters  burdensome. 
Even  though  Edward  Stelle  was  responsible  for 
the  major  part  of  this  work,  there  were  few 
enough  hands  available  to  carry  on  the  routine 
business  of  the  Library,  while  attending  to  the 


unpredictable  wants  of  the  Congress  and  coping 
with  a steady  stream  of  visitors.  Meehan  himself, 
because  of  his  reputation  as  a careful  and  pre- 
cise businessman,  had  in  addition  to  his  regular 
duties  the  responsibility  of  keeping  the  books  for 
a bewildering  variety  of  special  funds  and  con- 
ducting the  correspondence  relating  to  them. 
Among  these  were  the  Wilkes  Fund  for  publish- 
ing the  results  of  Charles  Wilkes’  United  States 
Exploring  Expedition;  a fund  of  $22,500  for 
purchasing  the  published  works  of  John  Adams; 
the  Botanic  Garden  Fund,  which  sometimes  in- 
cluded actual  supervision  of  workers,  as  well  as 
the  diplomatic  handling  of  Congressmen  seeking 
botanical  specimens  for  their  own  gardens;  a 
$20,000  fund  for  acquiring  works  of  art  for  the 
Capitol ; a fund  to  print  the  Library  of  Congress 
catalog  on  the  Smithsonian  plan;  a $6,000  fund 
for  printing  the  papers  and  manuscripts  of 
Alexander  Hamilton;  a $5,000  fund  for  portraits 
by  G.  P.  A.  Healy  of  the  Presidents;  and  funds 
totaling  $12,000  for  printing  the  papers  of 
Thomas  Jefferson  and  James  Madison.^^ 

As  the  year  1851  approached  its  close.  Librar- 
ian Meehan  was  about  to  undergo  the  most 
dramatic  and  searing  experience  of  his  long  in- 
cumbency. On  the  whole,  his  days  and  years  had 
been  tranquil  enough,  and  his  domestic  and  pub- 
lic careers  had  proceeded  along  largely  unre- 
markable lines.  His  diary,  which  over  hundreds 
of  pages  underscores  this  view,  offers  a sharply 
contrasting  picture  of  the  events  of  December  24, 
1851.  Writing  on  Christmas  Eve,  he  dutifully 
recorded  the  changes  in  the  day’s  weather,  as  was 
his  unchanging  custom.  It  had  been  “Very  cold, 
cloudy,  disagreeable  weather,  all  this  day;  the 
wind  fresh,  from  the  S.E.  Clear  cold,  beautiful; 
the  wind  very  light,  from  the  S.E.”  With  these 
somewhat  contradictory  essentials  out  the  way,  he 
turned  to  the  events  of  the  day:  “Before  8 o’clock 
this  morning  I was  informed  that  the  Library  of 
Congress  was  on  fire,  and  went  over  to  the  Capi- 
tol immediately.”  When  he  arrived  there  Mee- 
han found  “the  principal  room  of  the  Library  on 
fire  throughout,  the  flames  having  spread  with 
great  rapidity.”  Little  could  be  saved  from  that 
room,  but  large  numbers  of  books  in  nearby 
rooms  were  moved  to  places  of  greater  safety. 
The  loss,  however,  was  “very  severe.”  Many  of 
the  books  had  been  very  rare  and  it  would  “be 
difficult  if  not  impossible  to  replace  them.”  As  he 
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concluded  this  diary  entry  he  heard  the  “perpet- 
ual jingle  of  numerous  sleigh  bells”  and  the  firing 
of  guns  by  merrymakers  in  the  streets.  He  wrote, 
“I  feel  sad!” 

Benjamin  Brown  French,  a longtime  resident 
of  Capitol  Hill,  a friend  of  Meehan’s,  and  an 
indefatigable  diarist,  had  also  observed  the  fire 
close  at  hand.  The  night  had  been  “the  coldest 
that  has  been  known  here  for  many  years  (the 
thermometer  4 below  zero),”  and  French  was 
just  finishing  his  breakfast  when  his  son  an- 
nounced that  the  Capitol  was  on  fire.  As  a former 
Clerk  of  the  House — and  soon  to  become  com- 
missioner of  public  buildings — his  concern  was 
genuine  and  he  hurried  to  the  Capitol,  ran  up 
the  eastern  steps,  and  “found  the  Congressional 
Library  in  flames.”  Some  20  people  were  near  at 
hand  and  soon  a line  was  formed  for  passing 
water  up  from  a fountain  near  the  western  steps. 
Fire  apparatus  arrived  from  several  points,  but 
the  unusually  low  temperatures  caused  some  dif- 
ficulty with  freezing  hoses.  French  continued  to 
work  on,  “sometimes  in  one  place,  sometimes  in 
another,”  until  the  fire  was  “completely  subdued” 
at  approximately  1 1 o’clock.®^ 

The  fire,  the  third  in  the  Library’s  history, 
was  a disaster.  Meehan  reported  at  once  to  Sena- 
tor Pearce,  who  was  at  his  home  in  Chestertown, 
Maryland.  It  was  his  “melancholy  duty”  to  in- 
form him  that  “nearly  everything  in  the  room 
was  destroyed.”  A few  buckets  of  water  if  at 
hand  at  the  outset  would  have  been  enough  to 
extinguish  the  flames,  but  the  rapid  and  exten- 
sive spread  of  the  fire  soon  carried  the  situation 
beyond  all  control  until  “the  late  beautiful  room, 
with  its  invaluable  contents”  was  left  “a  smoul- 
dering mass  of  ruins.”  Meehan  was  concerned 
about  the  origins  of  the  fire,  probably  feeling 
that  he  might  be  charged  with  negligence.  He 
reminded  Pearce  that  “no  fire  or  lights  [had] 
been  used  in  any  rooms  of  the  Library  for  sev- 
eral years,”  and  repeated  the  conjecture  of  some 
that  “the  fire  was  communicated  to  the  wood 
work  adjacent  to  the  flue  used  for  warming!'  the 
room.”  Others  suspected  that  the  fire  was  “the 
work  of  an  incendiary,”  and  Meehan  for  a time 
shared  in  that  opinion. 

On  Christmas  dav,  Meehan  addressed  letters 
to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  and  the  President 
of  the  Senate  in  which  he  performed  “the  painful 
duty”  of  communicating  to  the  Congress  the 


news  of  the  destruction  of  much  of  its  library. 
Again  he  was  careful  to  give  assurance  that  no 
fires  had  been  used  in  the  Library  for  a long  time 
and  that  “no  candles,  lamps,  or  other  lights  have 
ever  been  used  in  it  during  the  time  that  it  has 
been  under  my  charge.”  It  had  not  been  possible 
to  ascertain  precisely  the  number  of  books  de- 
stroyed, but  it  was  estimated  to  be  35,000.  Of 
the  20,000  volumes  remaining,  many,  according 
to  Meehan,  “belonged  to  the  Library  of  the  late 
President  Jefferson.” 

On  the  26th  of  December  a joint  resolution 
was  passed  calling  for  an  inquiry  into  the  origin 
of  the  fire.  Official  negligence,  defective  construc- 
tion, and  the  possibility  of  incendiarism  were  all 
to  be  considered.®^  The  same  day  Meehan  an- 
swered questions  put  to  him  by  William  Easby, 
commissioner  of  public  buildings,  giving  assur- 
ance that  fires  and  lights  were  strictly  and  rou- 
tinely excluded  from  the  Library  and  that  on  the 
day  preceding  the  fire  the  room  had  been  closed 
“about  4 o’clock,  p.m.  everything  in  it  appearing 
to  be  perfectly  safe  as  usual.”  Meehan  was  also 
careful  to  point  out  that  the  Library  rooms  were 
warmed  by  “flues  from  furnaces  not  in  my 
charge.”  Thomas  Ustick  Walter,  Architect  of 
the  Capitol,  also  responded  to  a request  for  in- 
formation from  Easby.  On  the  basis  of  a “careful 
examination”  of  the  subject  he  concluded  that 
the  fire  “was  caused  by  the  timbers  which  formed 
the  alcoves  of  the  Library  having  been  inserted 
in  the  chimney  flues.”  One  of  these  timbers  ex- 
tending into  the  chimney  had  taken  fire,  and  by 
this  means  the  fire  was  finally  communicated  to 
the  Library.  The  evidence  was  too  conclusive  to 
admit  of  doubt  and  was  “sufficient  to  remove  all 
censure  from  those  who  have  charge  of  the  build- 
ing.” Walter’s  authoritative  explanation  seems 
to  have  been  generally  accepted  and  no  further 
legislative  action  was  taken  with  regard  to  the 
origin  of  the  fire.®® 

Senator  Pearce  had  been  following  events  as 
well  as  he  could  from  Maryland’s  Eastern  Shore. 
In  a letter  to  Meehan  dated  December  31,  1851, 
he  wrote  feelingly  of  the  calamity  that  had  occur- 
red and  which  had  affected  the  two  of  them  more 
than  any  others. 

I heard  with  absolute  grief  and  dismay  of  the  loss 
of  our  Library.  . . . The  destruction  of  so  noble  a col- 
lection any  where  would  be  a subject  of  much  regret; 
but  to  lose  our  own  valuable  and  admirable  Library, 
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nn  was  on  fire,  t^f^ther  with  a pwtmoi  of  t.W 
driag  and  books  in  ^he  ^«*ores  «>a  the  ri'-ht  or 
ftb^t,  and  betwee®  ibo  table  and  the  dtvir  at  ^ 

- aorth,^nd  of  the  leading  to  the  law  library  | excited  the  I'alinotto  Miate 

At  this  time  Mr.  dones  Jwy's  that  half  a Houw.  said  • 

i*ket.s  a(  water  would  have  sufficed  to  cKtinguisb 


srfe-kecpiag  t 
may  (xobk*  luut  tite  State. 


|5>ersotje 

The  ct>nimitti'c.  in  their 
report,  say  Bh»t{  they  *•  cannot  eapprws  au  e*j»x*s- 
ai<*n  of  stnrppise  at  the  eo«m  her  Bntijivnie  Majc*«- 
tv't«  Conswl  kaa  thought  proper-  U»  pnrtme,  fa  ad- 
amssingto  the  Exeeuuve  of  the  SAatc  arguatenls 


f*nte<i. 

He  FTTsewed  tbr  tssttmenr  in  the  ease,  and  claiUiedthe 
forfaitare  ftf  the  rr«*el 

The  ««wt  proatpent  feature  nf  Mr  MclsTOsB'*  Wfffu- 
tnaat  was  his  esmtaading  tkat  tfa*  wemf  ■•peof^e  ’ 
c<d  a 

ealM  a aad  tfecrafoire  li»e  saenoB  wHlch  di*  oppo- 


Smithiymuiu  Kdiffi*!*  The  varioue  bnM-l 
walks,  with  their  graceful  ctines,  are  all  nu'^n  nr 
less  a<fr'aji<a‘fi  lAwarls  completioir,  their  grading  is 
ahriat  fiinshed.  and  Urge  p»rtn*n*  "f  them  arc  h1- 
n*»dy  stoned  and  graveile*)  firnaineuial  tn'*-'  .in- 
aiiM»  being  plrnnruifi  diHtrihufe-l.  which  to  the  "uiatner 
spawn  oamioi  but  add  greatty  n*  the  beauty  of  the  gri-undii- 
an<1  make  iheat  iugh'y  pi>;>ular  as  » place  of  fasfaionable 
promenade  and  resort 

As  soon  as  the  hhdge  across  tfee  oaftat  »I  Tenth  xtreet 
at»a11  have  t*««n  rotapleted  ajni  beot'O^e  passable,  the  ga' 
pipes,  cntrluctinp  to  Ibe  lecture  ro<>m  »f  the  ui«t{tul)«*n. 
wii!  be  laid  across  It.  H is  <>b  fto'  account  prinetpa’  y. 
a*  we  learn— wr  mean  the  waiting  for  g*«  m the  leelitrv- 
reom—'tbat  the  wtntcr  leetorws  haw  n<rt  already  begun  ; 
tbcT  will  do  so  by  the  t*Bie  that  <hrsct  at'cer*  can  be  meb 
to  the  batldiair  from  ibe  cirs  which  will  he  «b»wt  the 
twelfth  of  .lanuary  Tbe  bride'-  and  the  way  from  it  t- 
the  ' uddlBg  afj<  to  Iw  han<lsottH-ly  lighted  f|*«>HJ  the  srtme 
pipes 

.Ae  to  the  leciurev  ehemaelvrs.  we  are  able  to  give  » 
geticral  outlln-.  wubotij,  however.  boidicpAtiraelves  at  tbi# 
tme  to  respousibllity  for  complete  preciwon  The  6re) 
aenes  of  tbs  eoimi«  for  the  seaiw.n  will  .w  from  l>r  K^sf . 
of  rbilavlelphia.  wbh  will  lectuw*  on  the  many  highly  ;o- 
lercA^mg  topics  cottorcteU  With  the  arctic  expedition  «-* 
on  tout  by  Mr  Gaivxti.t.  «f  Sew  for  lbs  rocov^-ry 

of  Jsir  Ju«w  Ftiasauv  and  hi-  companio&s.  which  i»r  K 
Bcc^mpanird  The  geolfijsy.  --n.-«Bn{ji.>j^v,  uatural  history, 
atnowpberu-’,  «a*l  "Uier  paeuiiantja*  and  wonder*  of  the  j 
arctic  regions,  will  C'Histitute  the  staple  of  Dr.  K -vne»  ! 

Aeostud  (B  tbr  c.»ur>r  will  be  probably  a vrries  fn-m  ti,e 
leaniod  and  aagacious  f‘rof  AoAesi*.  upon  some  branch 


WanaBatJAT.  l>ectw*ma  ?4,  Jftil 
Ti.  Kariuiv  r«H,  ■ ' Mi*-':  -jp^;  ind<'8vatt« 

\tri.*HlC,  , V 

I eri  Oliver  ex*“  ui(.r*  nu<!  si  In  STf'-r  !>■  'h< 

bir  r)*e  M .'XT' fri  x>b»Te  <-t  Marvland  tl< 
-lebl-cte-l  the  I'pine'n  cf  ihl*4,<»ari.  •••» 


nil 


ae< 

Sti 

err* 

eov  I 
Blit  > 


Jolti'  I'crkiii'  ap|»e;iHi.i.  . > 

1 appeal  from  the  f'lrcmt  « 


h 1*  ^oumr^uet 
irt  of  the  I'nitcxi 
"•for  ihc  I^»utheni  dintnct  The  de- 

if  fbv  I 'irravi  ( ourt  in  tliii  cause  an*  nffirmed.  with 
s and  luni»gev  at  the  rate  ,,f  mj,  f^r  centum  pvt  on 


api  ^ 
the 


* ba: 


Th 


aay 


aM  ctmiiurBtfi  ajx»  prvc<*««diBg»  sfill  p*»wiipg  befrts- . oouimel  had  r«*d  aot  apply  to  a e«w  of  this 

tko  Ig’giiniatffrf'  " "Mr  Ayor  mciwd  r^boltifitma  ro-  •'  ttatoro.  Tbr  act  «vide*itiycootM»pla  led  an  armed 

quoting  the  <»tiver®(ir  to  tw'iw  m further  ^imtnu- 1 r«aiel,  a*  ail  tb«  oa»e*  r»|w>n#d  in  the  book#  prove*  it  to  . 
fitratiiip  fn>m  die  Britiah  Ooitsul.Ac.,  Hut  thiey  wtf|v^  j 

by  YJv^jssrs,  J liani  Retd/Tiorty,,  i eommii  i|e»tiUties»,  fur  *be  wa#  not  armed 

BU*"!  MemaitBgor,  atw  finally  laid  on*  tbr  tahlts  . Wtdnas^y.  tfi«  3d  ir.etiant,  Mr  Cali,  firuahed  the 

We  mak(*  rxfrarto  fmtn  tfir  ral’pdirti.wrre  of  tho  j »b^‘wing  that  tlac  word  'pcuiple'  wae 

pr&kcrs  •if  thy  twii  flimm’o.  . say,*  thr  Rirhtpotwl  ,*  » general  wi-wti,  a*  u«n1  in  the  rnited  States,  svnoft.rtBoas 


of  bu  fftvortie  field  of  «tii4.v.  the  commiiture  of  tli*  ns 
«.tiTO  ;■•  VA«  tk?  >aA.bit«M»<sr  <-«i»  wld  mt  l»  ! «I<«n>.lan.l  in  «i»«  »wW.  nriKili  Mid  «rriui,i,. 

»«ct*  H-b  may  poaaibly  diaeua*  aome  nf  those  a»'*ot 
points  between  gfV’iiogy  and  ther.lngy  which  havs  W'  moved, 
tfce  tatnde  of  many  deep  tiiskers  and  hooeot  Jn«o.  both  io 
England  ^d  America  If  be  sliculd  do  this,  the  occasion 


<hai 


Twr  Drwr  or  rtXA& 


■ng  tb«' 


..f  1 


Th*  !*5t  Aueria  Oaictte  '■ootaiu#  the  rcpoKoflfii  Au- 
ditor an  1 ■ laij’ic  ' « ■»-  tec  put-. 4.  dab-  of  Texa*.  giwiB| 
a Kiar  and  -r''e!'»g-'  r dC'Ttpt.oti  ax.-i  ciaaajfiealjo©  oi 
t!.*-  -■  ..I,  i itrn  vi  ' of  the  1 'ibJlitie*  of  the  lat4 

Rcpiji- i-  It  app.  nr*  that  the  wb  le  aaten*i’-  ;c  or  faet 

valued  e''rh»-  acccrdiaj: '•  law  .<S9.ff4T,26(, 

*1  ■■:.  !?.c  par  A ..  ^'T,  ' M and  the  vbok 

■'i^-.'  -.;r-.i  n-  lB»d  •>.  '*•'•  7ith.  w-orth  B>akia| 

’<i-t'.ia:  -tccvi'tie -lot., '.*1  or  > *••-•;  '>'3  par. 
Thi-  r.citi'le- ij.ii  rest  Toadebf  i^  -w*  e -.j  foliOWf ; 
/ —•  ■ ••  - ' itisi'Ung  rf  aiidiUfl  ■;  aacerUioad 


pi  p Wilbur,  apyeitai't,  '■»  ' A'o.'  Th"  nrk;‘i 
I'f  ihi"  csu'c  wa>.  t i.ntmo'l  by  Mr  Rainti  r t.  r tfar 
Mec,  ami  coocluded  tiy  Mi  Ravtai-r  i t 

ippellant. 

lK'<iro»-l  onfilmooday  Mominp  at  H o clock  A M 


eitir 
A-. 
• drii' 


tod  t-- 


rft  Tin  rr>JT*>R'^ 


T^iX'J  CUtf*  ■ 

But  #uff!c,eniiy 

• ut.'i'-rir*’  theu  bt,i.»  • 

IIUC-!  to*  . 

put  •- 

Am'i--^-'  ot 

'•  lenjible 

Fl'-l 

V b.- 

Secon  1 • i**i# 

(.'■  l-t’.  I, 

Tfiiru  c'lii-. 

v:.-'.  lu 

mffioiant’y  aotfeilaticatcd  te  ha 
under  ti.e 


1 vf  the  Rba 


Par 

^■.b\:.s2i  h4 
39:,477  61 
tt:,d75  Id 


> e«sr«  EpiToa- 
Suo 


Tb4 


S-. !tt.  CMara  29.  lh*l 
-rrespondeel  'f  the  Baltimore 
of  this  mortnng  • luv  n -|».lv  erruf'c -.n  ft«gr>ng  * ■ 

I!«  sa^s.  • tie  eSort'  ■■(  » use  lli<-  ofto'r*  ■ f fbe 
tta'vto  reetons  the  degrading  ‘•iwonj  nf  Hogging  wiM 
Dll  PI  wtib  no  favor  tn  the  present  Iietm'cratu  f'onfr*-.* 
Thr  ,4uh^ri  Will  <»>tQe  up  tu  the  Rcnete  ob  Tuex-ia*.  and 
tbtnk  It  ronawtte  f-  - the  naval  sernoe.  ati'l  Itir  the 
b«p'>r  of  hiisjani'i.  'hat  ' 'rommiore  't  -cgT<  s a f 't' 
post  captain,  frv'h  from  tb-  oavi  hat't**n>  >-  t-  (. 
Sniat.ir  #»  thi-  panicuiar  ume,  that  -.i  !cgiv(»i>->r-  m*’ 
rli-.  bciicfif  c>f  hi»  pidteLicnl  k»<‘-wl'  ig’-  'o.-t  g'.n<-r  -■• 


. i VA.'dT.TSd  tr 

‘Bibrac/'s  •,;!  ennsoii  iat^n  lond.  'ttndad 
nds.  ai.  'i  audits  i par'-’’  - --'Bdiag  tha 
• '.tils  ? -t  11*1#:  T/-4|.«,>,  ; ^ irom  C S Bajik,  u.c 
Tb‘  sec'.nd  class  embrace*  ciatwx  not  aadithd.  but  for 
bis  c iitr»<  t*-Jlv  ibe  ijoverottient  ueder  the  saacuoa 


T-'U.s 
The  fic‘* 

••t't  tfe*‘' 


T“  - third  ela**  cflobracs#  clatm*  not  prtJ-ndad  for  bw 

« sr.sr  1 -•<  tbeni  ajv  faiftiljttwtionsaa  Arnoo^ 

-to  B-e  r I ( Bi»>  l-if  ioVA.-<.  sarta.ttCU  -..WiOg  the  war, 
' tie  *ppn-T-!‘;ati'.T>  r i^-stcuruon  of  prcjKrrly  by  thw 
tfiJi  anuy  ■*  i'  -i  -.-aca-.v 


Kwr  on  tUi'  matter 


Kn>|ein'r,  ? ae  iii  maec  rtKinevt#  ittvlicttiiig  (ifficinlatid 
ou  flit*  question,  wbicb  bn#  jui 
Mr.  S^iMthVS, 


fire  Hi#  ootupa»k»i  a«d  hioioiclf.  pcivciYing 
»,  itnmodiately  ma  IWow  f<>r  purpose  dT  bring- 
nitt*  requisite  6uid,  Hut  ihe  draught  whjyk  tbeir 
trf^-  hstl  jiv‘«w#Arily  jKrwdueed  kftt  sueb  vigtif*  to 
f rbiit.  by  tho  time  they  m.Umed.  the 

mom  was  im't'AverkWy  woo  lo  .tbe  power 
^efftrcijiiig ' elemeot.  The  ffiun^  ewmoti  to 
4r  c»rer  sod  aL>ve  the  ^liery  as  if  it# 
n -4  the  nitv*t  oombastible  oharaoter;  forstmTcely 
t a|)f.<rwria.bl-.'  time  was  «*eopjed  in  wrapping  \ho 
suip  raultA-ii  hail  ta  fiainglod  erf  smoke 

4 fev. 

At  tWpisriieat  ptwsible  moment  the-  fire  eompa- 
* >4  the  city  repaired  to  the  (scene,  tb»  Coltiailow, 
«t  tbink,  hmng  the  ; hut  H»  hose  being  in  a 
•ee  contjhttou,  its  aso'a  few  hours  before  at 
‘ fcft;  «a  Eighth  stw^et,  with<lhe  thersaometcr  at 
V..  fea4  to  be  taken  to  ihe  new  gae  fag?t<WT,  on  the 
ed.  to  be  thawed  Fivy?  utinute#  afrersrartL  tin* 
n^istiii  engine  and,  iteapparata#  being  in 

id  working  eondition.  It  wa*  the  firat  to  act  with 
iwt  In  quick  saeeefieevm  seven  engines  were  <iD 
» ground,  gallantly  i%iug  with  each  other  to 
kder  serrke 

¥4ary  «»«a  & body  c*f  Ignited  .®ltate#  Marinos  fri'm 
» Taxd  wore  nfdered  up  to  a^wt.  m hoaring 
tor,  keeping  order,  and  peotoeting  ; Wwi 

J uatdfil  indeesi  did  they  prove  thtonghout  tin* 
r A hwgy  engiac  war  drawn  up  the  atep*  of 
- East  Ffiftico.  and  another  run  into  the  Brrtundo. 
I from  ‘uq^piicd  a Jet  .»f  water  of  gn  'al 

eSf^oey.  Thi#  wa#  done,  wc  believe, 
hiut  Ruy  injury  beitq^'stnrtained  hy  the  great  hi#- 
icai  paantiog#  around  the  Rotundvi  w«l}# 
Y->vwith#tan4jTig  the  fortunate  cirt'nmsimty*  that 
wall*,  of  the  Library  rose  so  bigii  as,  in  a umw- 
y.  to  wfatrato  that  department  of  the  Capitol  edi- 
■ fnm  the  rest,  at  least  tO;tlK*  extent  of  givtug  it 
iijuiact  r»?of,  it  was  fonud  fitat  fire  had  (‘Ymmiuiit. 

i*'  the  main  roof,  which  wav,  howeyer,  It-ippHi 
the  gallant  member#  of  the  .VBJK*(*etja  r«)n*pany, 
e eat  sway  with  ibe»r  axe#  #•'■  nmeh  of  the  rts^ 
•eemed  to  b«  m harm’s  way  In  like  manner,  a 
tioa  of  the  stairwat’  teadiag  to  the  top  of  flic 
m having  taken  Sr**,  it  ww#  oxtmgui*heil  by  the 
» devoted  hand 

fbe  heat  from  the  fire  td  th**  dhnas*’*'  of  the  pd* 
‘ in  ftont  of  thi'  Lthrary  ( for  thr  fire  iisolf  uorer 
%psi  them)  was  #<»  gresi  as  to  swalo  them  in 
-<s  s fjjftartiT  of  on  meb  thick.,  ttdeing  not  merely 
painting  hut  th*-  wUme  under  it. 
ft'c  have  slaved  above  that  alsmt  thirn-five  thou- 
d volomcs  ‘if  books-were  destm^bd  j this  is  csii- 
»d  fr«)tn  the  kaf^peiiseil  npretwo  wVfjY.  which  i* 
any  ^ouwnd,  the  original  r^ttoots  of  the  Libra- 
U'hig  ahoBt  fifty-five  thottiwind  vuluBi**#  in  all. 
f emtonts  only  «f  th**  prim-ipal  Hall  were  oon- 
iM,  the  north  nsnn  and  la»w  lAihrarV  not  having 
n ^'O'iied  by  the  fire,  owing  to  tW  thifkii'  >v<  of 
intervening  wgll)* . 

iftsnkw  the  ‘hfsidcs,  a number  of  supertor 
•,  hanging  around  the  Library  wall#  aiwl  hftwwcn 
alcove*,. were  included  ii^cdeatroctii*).  Of  lhe.se 
ran  eali  to  mind  8tt^'»  paintjngB  of  the  finrt 
FrewidOTto  ; an  cwigital  pitorait-nf  Cduaibos; 
’■•®d  portrait  of  ColtaEnbas  au^  original  portrait 
l‘'■■ytots  Randolph  ; b pcwtrait  of  Bolivar;  n |>or. 
{ of  Baron  Steuben  by  Pyue,  m>  English  artist 
r»ivm  , oa<  'if  Kbutou  I>«  K»db ; of  (’'irt***; 
’•tid  .>f  .r«dg»*  flauiton,  o^,  .'laryljitid.  presented 
W Liiirary  by  hi*  fatmly.  Between  411  veil  amt ; 
ft<  hundred  bmiMK*  biedaU  of  the  Vntti  man*  ox- 
txgc.  them,  m-^r**  thai^  ion  •H-iituri**?  .ibl, 

* L.-cetlmgly  iK'ffisrt.  arc  amongst  the  vahiabb-^ 
riywi  Of  «h<  statuary  humf  and  reiidl'ivd 


“Wc  haw  beca  o®ejally  cooneeted  4i«nng  a peraxinr 
jEveat  ogjtstioe  The  tyramiy  of  a wthi  fftaaticiam  fia# 
threatened  a#  from  witbont  cur  border#,  aa<i  h*#  r»i  failed 
to  kindlv  the  fiaonr  of  reBenpevax  and  inthgaailon  tb  ih« 
hearu  ot  our  own  rtti*ep».  ’ W r ?iioidd  cot  be  sttrpnne^l 
that  a divisioo,  pi  coaaseh  hias  eosued  Ti*  a er^rXato 
cttcBt  tht«  diraniity  5*  acither  to  be  wosdervd  «t  uor  rep- 
r*>feetni«d bat  it  will  5>ec<aar  crimiaal  ifi  forgattiitg  the 
presesce  (if  an  extertud  fbv,  we  foil  upon  each  other,  oeii., 
>8  the  Hiidsi#  of  cocteet*  atSi  <H#put«#.  give  ap  our  beloved 
country  t«  faction  and  misrale 

“We  are  jxoir  nboat  to  part — to  break,  in  mao.v  aw*'s, 
those  tte»  of  fn«o4a,htp  aod  Biutua}  *sietta  which  even  5h> 
short  » coanexion  has  not  failed  i»  create-  M>  part,  a«d 
H is  searcelT  |>o»*Tbfo  tofti-,  ia  the  range  of  hwman  expcc- 
tatloo.  the  iMue^  pereoo#  whom  I haw  now  the  honor  to 
atidras#  will  ever  aseetuhlc  tofotber  agoili-  Then.,  mj 
friende,  when  you  go  hence,  cbertt<b  t.&e  recollection  oV 
those  fmadahljw  to  which  I have  alladvd.  *a  grocQ  »<p4»tr 
i»  your  aieniory.* and  if  there  shotod  be  feclmgaof  aaothcr 
shade  among  you,  soffer  o.«-t  tAwatartow's  sim  to  go  down 
apoa  rent  wrath 

♦*  Maay  noble  spint#  now  ewad  before  t»c  who  woolff. 
Willingly  waste  life  and  fwftsMje  for  their  ceaotry . 

«rr  mtf  tkt  eomdesa  o/  ot**  aow.  Bui  let  each  re- 

turn to  the  Worn  of  fecroe,  with  a coBsHji«*ee  void  of  of- 
fence t-o  Ms  Bcighbor  : and  God  WUJ  hies*  ycutr  labors  It'i 
as  rrpre*c©tativ«s  of,  the  people,  you  ratans  agoift  to  thewe 
filaH#  tt^ffer  ep  jtmt  time,  yoav  tadeata  sad  fervid  watri- 
Jifism  toXjjc  aervice  of  the  ^tate,  om*  «o«.«v>n  aad  hon- 
ored aioth^!”  ■ 

Mr  K F W Proj^tdout  o-f  the  Senate, 

said  : 


with  persona,  Agaim  the  vejwne.t  wo#  to  cru^-^ir  comaut 

hostilitie#,  aot  to  craJon  <jn<#  cmnmit  feo#tj!itib» toeso  e*. 

presaian*  c<tn*tit«led  djstim'f  offence- 


(if  other  LecxaaAa**  we  can  meottoa  the  dlstingaiaiicd 
J*n.tr»AX»,  of  Nea  Haven,  fathfiv  Bad  so* , tlie  fonner  oa  | 
hie  favonte  topic  geology  . the  latter  oo  the  kiH'liwa  #>'i  • 
eace  of  ehetHivtry 

l.h-  ftovKisv,  1,30.  the  highly  able  sad  aceocophsiied 
Prew-deat  «f  B jiliaia'#  College.  M«v«achx»#vtxa.  ojid  atru-y 
origiaa!  and  ftcc»<pxahlc  lectnror.  will  addre*%  ua  oo  a rsiigc 


Til,  RW  i«u-.>!tac»J  »£t»  f«f  e«rrTi»n  a (»l»  ' |>lul<».pt>.v,  m 


*'  booking  bock  to  iheperiod  of  ot^Htlviag  this  i^ate, 
little  man  than  a year  siaoe,  when  the  taotirtifiii  a.vpevif  of 
this  cbioatwr  jA>i»fced  to  the  loea  of  our  wisest  eosnwllor. 
wa  met  under  tryt^  cimurastmace*  ; earrouaded  by  tliffi- 
.oidtlea,  tnen'a  aamds  tjtotned  iuteid  with  Pill  to 

HM*et  them.  , Wa  psrt  aader  different  circomstoBcaa.  wd^ 
nerves  nue^mg,  reloaed  ; *a<J.  T deeptj  regret  toa4<t.  n<rt 
aoited  now  ios  ^hea. 

“ .M,v  fn'eaila,  let  a»*t  the  l*reacb  he  widenol,  Iratclooe*}. 
I.et..ita  not  give  to  party  these  talents  and  eto*rg!ns  wMch ; 

belong  topne  coiinirr  The  mere  supremacy  of  » party 
is  of  smelj  mmnioc  value  It  wiJJ  be  to  Es- 

tate this  mdividual  or  that  !.«' office  and  to  ptiBvr.  B-ot 
ooT  purpose  lewis  fivV  it*  Uiok  al«>v«  aneh  considerntitnis. 

• • N«  great  jnvlitiy  of  Htote  con  he  aeo*ts»f*1  label  ex(jey'v 
by  th*-  ao-ifsent  of  tb«  |*opte,  with  the  ctiuearreBt  wid  of 
the  large  miy(*nty  of  the  panple  ! 

••  Our  adegianee  i*  oar'  own.  <>«*•  iwtereste  are  tlie 
same  (tnr  dangier  is  e«aitttou.  bet  as  eodoavor  m s.esi- 
soilato  our  opiniouii 

*•  .VrtI  mmftttn  fefHtrajf  Sfitfr  soir  fto. 

l<**i*,  and  «t*  mffrrfak^r<‘.^.‘Hiciiiif'd}ari;ii>aii,  o, 

which  (ew  wil)  maintain  the  {eissiHilify  of  ohti^iiung  from 
the  Skwitbem  .Hiatet,  uMo»*  «ur  pt'wple  are  ptepared  te 
prt-iwfti  a»  ttadivided  fjmnt  [«  advauev — «icik,  divistoor 
among  our  people,  with  diectWif  and  personal  yealousy 
am*»ag  their  trusted  wen — «e  shall  not  fsaly  be  48feneelei*» 
in  foci,  but  will  be  plamog  thr  Mi-atv  in  a eonditloo  b*  la- 
vlto  aegresaion  against  her  pecQllar  policy,  her  iaatito- 
tlons,  her  honor. 

•■  But  { wu*t  s<U  dwelt  fWi  thtoe  thaughto  They  are 
such  a'»  mast  have  oiccurred  to  meal  nf  yoa  if  I ha*i  not 
suggeste*!  ‘them,  bet  me  CBtreat  you  Rol  hi  »»ppres>  thorn, 
hut  give  tbeto  their  infiaaoee  over  your  tnouvas,  and  aiaplo 
nwm  in  your  bosom,**  to  etpaud  into  activity 

■•  <htr  l»«.sitte»3  is  »*>*  fo  part.  The  duly  devolve**  »m 
mr  to  4i*«olv«  the  session  of  tbie  branch  of  the  General 
Arovaibly 

“ Wc  pan  here,  aad  withdraw  tmm  thcac  ’ffolle  of  re- 
prcMotatlee  doty  to  the  ruisiaew  and  the  solace  of 

domestic  life 

••  May  you  aafely  reach  your  aeveral  de^tiaailims.  In 
the  coafitlence  af  on  fsoitgh^ed  conetitHency.  and  In  the 
hlesond  rcpnjw  of  hmse,  iaay  y««  find  full  recompetwe  for 
the  privsttoaa  which  ore  iuaident  b*  a faithful  perfoTtuBBce 
of  your  public'  dulie*.  rarvwell.'' 

The  t'harleetoB  Btoadard  further  »ay»  tfie  a«>»t  thriJ- 
Uug  senne  of  the  oeasioB  of  the  .Souti  CaroHns  Legrs. 
lature  wo*  that  iu  the  House  betweeh  .Mr.  Ht*TSt*s 
oud  Cel-  dopA  S.  to  araoe  on  the  report  of 

the  latter  upon  the  Cntiumn  and  jRgr/sr  Mimurntnit-  Mr 
HrTs«,\  oppose*!  the  report,  and  rctaarkaii  that  this  w»« 
e*d  the  time  to  hulbi  monuatettio,  aiace  yet  It  remained  to 
be  settled  whether  Mr.  Calhoon'#  dactiio-e*  were  to  b«  tri- 
enaphoat  tjt  dirtumorad.  He  luGmatod  (hat  the  jiuppoaed 
decision  at  the  tort  Oetotier  ritwttoa*.  if  conrtdervd  as 
6uat.  had  placed  the  fttoie  in  on  artitade  to  diahojtor  the 
mctftorj  of  Mr,  CatBoca.  and  that  the  pwopto  of  the  8mt« 
wm*e  imworthy  to  «?*<«  a monameat  to  him. 

These  reitMurk#  j!na«e<|  Col,  ito*.sv«J*  to  an  iauaedtote 
aed  ihrlUing  reply.  He  raid  that  he  regarded  tbvQnvern- 
weat  nf  this  Btato  as  Vemncntlc  KepubHcon.  and  hi* 
raidmg  taught  bits  that,  under  thin  form,  tbc  mice  of  the 
people,  “thraugb  their  comftitBtod  t&od«.'’  »•#  on*  only 
the  rale  of  the  State,  imt  the  hmor  of  tb*  Slate.  la 
Octnheir  UMt  that  voice  hod  heen  prnctotmerf  over  the  land. 
He  who  stipmatito#  it#'  decree  is  a rlaudvrer  of  his  cotfa- 
fcry , ^be  wfa»  rajecfs  He  rale  to  a traitor,  and  dcKcrvc#  « 
truitw’o  dm>m  " If  ibarr  he  fftohonor  ta  the  Stale  which 
ibrr**  yi  not.  it  -ia  with  th*vw  who'  etrive  to  give  vHoIity 
X<-  an  ephctserid  ciamor.  which  roMi  yith  the  insects  of 
May.  aa-l  w®*  rtl«oc*<l  with  <iie  froste  of  Octobnr.  'Mn-vt 


rugt.-'Xly  On  Tharadsy.  pei'etnliev  tl.  tbeCourt  proceed- 
ed to  pronnence  its  opinion  in  the  two  ltt>cto  against  the 
eteamer  Pampnru,  aad,  after  an  able  review  of  the  argo- 
ment  on  both  side*,  condemned  the  vessel  under  both 
e-hargve.  eoaidoding  with  these  werfe 

'*  A eejutrate  dnejw  -sitvtered  will  Im  msde  for  the  sale 
of  the  vessel,  amt,  iensmuch  as  4e<*vce  of  torfelt- 

arr  to  this  day  pru&'juncc^i  and  entered  ag*t»si  her  in  an. 
other  snitf  or  utider  another  libel,  for  a viulattftn  of  the 
registry  act,  therefore  but  one  order  uf  rale  «lt!  be  ma.-to. 
t»<  l*c  entitled  in  both  case*  The  sale  tn  t*c  r»a<lr  by  '.r 
under  the  Marshal  of  tht»>  f'^tnn.  sf  public  aueto.n,  to*{hv 
highest  bidder,  at  the  t.vwts  of  dack>*«uvilk.  wto-rc  tb** 
stvatiier  now  lies,  a»«l  oii  sstme  <l3y  prerious  to  ths  -^d 
January  next,  to  be  dvi<iiga»ted  by  tW  M.ar#li«l ; of  wbtcb 
time  and  |dacc  of  salt*  ihe  Marshal  shal'  gtve  at  ha'l 
twenty  -five  days'  »*»»cc  in  some  one  or  more  of  the  pnhlir 


wbich  the  soaree#  «f  getuus  and  origlaabty  of  th»eghi  , 
will  be  explored  under  the  guidaoee  of  # master  mind 
Dr  Oavtt-LX  Grwtv,  itow  the  rratdeut  pastor  of  a von- 1 
gregation  in  M *sbj«gtys.  might  Iw  coiusidered  a#  hkely  to  | 
lasmsct.  eaiighten,  and  <leltglif  as  by  # repronua«:atioo  i 
of  fils  fiowall  lectures,  (tr$>y  l►■otnetblE^g  else  eutlrciy  new 
and  fjvigiaas  fram  hia  well-rtorwi  and  active  tonellcci 
fhS'f  ft  Kov.-tRs,  of  the  raiversity  <>f  Vjrgitu#, 

^jtiagoisfeed  for  his  deyoiioa  to  geology,  botany,  and 
cbeanstry.  w^l'  lv>  <loaht3eas  beard  on  thes*  ttitvrestfug  ' 
sciences . an<i  f «'  rttrua.  of  Cambridge,  wfeeve  | 

enMncarv  m ctossitr  litera.toTs-  is  every  where  acitfiowlvdg  ' 
*d  l»  lbs  learned  worH,  furght  be  ?ei  vh.-wn  for  a i-viniS’S,  in 
whicJi  the  Wauties.  thtneaete*,  and  philosophy  of  phi  . 
lology.  as  cunneeted  wi^S  cthnohigy.  shsl!  be  made  ptom  ; 


iivw,-.paper#  fcdatod  in  Flori*la  . and  st  least  twenty  -lays  j palpable  to  the  p«.>p*ilar  mind 
notice  in  some  aeWapaperr  printed  lu  Jtovannah,  Ge*xrgia.  j Still  other  lecturers  ara  «»n  the  list  . but  wo  sbttll  cow 


.(»ft  tb,  !»«<»«««  of  die  .«ie  to  (to  )>f,.n«ht  iato  («»«  be  I refnuo  ftaa  «3tei>Ji»f  (!,«  froeeoi  «■>««  farttier  ibM. 

to.TOt  fbe  l«rtk,«  Mala,  of  to  the  | „„  j 


' INTEf^ESITTNG  RROM  MEXim 


Wc  art*  is  p*»vwve»ifm  of  fs«^>r?>  froin  the  eify  <if 
Mexici*  to  tbe  aad  froai  Vera 

<’ntx  ’ffe  l»a-v«  dat<*#  itp  {**  tW  Hth  iastanf, 

itnfs*r’,aBt  uaHlifi-ratioae  af  iW  tariff 
art-  imipanuti  t»  F.sa-^ri'io..  Tfie  jipct'lal  r'emtutitec 
ijf  tfec  CbaniW  «f  Ih-ptme*.  wb*’  werv'  vfiar^-d  intfi.-sh^rtmcat  parttetdarty 
tito  atifijeeta  <4  the  rrv«aue  astl  fiaaatt'#,  |irtnjeat«a  supplied, 
the  f»»Ih»wing  plan  : 

To  rpduuc  the  duties  tm  all  objecie  <.»f  general 
aumpiiou 

Tn  make  sueh  oHeratlims  in  the  dwHew 


1 ardolra  of 


laknr^  and  Ivoaors.  «e  the  <J(vv4srno»eat  avay  deeto  proper 
ft  To  5>crmiT  tJ^e  im|»*>rt»lion  of  raw  an*l 


oft'fao  mani 

faciured  cotton  ; the  f.trmeT  paying  a duty  of  not  uver 
three  cent.s  s pauod.  *«d  the  letter  six  oe*«s  per  yard 
4 To  esesHpf  the  e»tt<wj  masenfinnunes  tsom  the  taxes 
umlcr  which  they  «f  prc'cnt  suffer  in  the  iiitmor  uf  tl<e 
RepubJu- 

>!*,  la  li^^ui'late,  call  in,  and  atuiu:  the  y>eviml-e  f ir  the 
lotTisdocrlun  td'  vf»tt>in  now  <>utvt»a«ljug.  .a«*l  t>-  #vf  Kpavt 
for  t.hi-*  purpose  fifty  per  cent,  fn.ro  t.be  tlutis-e 

*\  That  lee  liovenvmeni  effect  a \>«un  of  iw  - n^lli'-'U  and 
ft  half  'd  d.sllars  by  jutWto  adyiodH'atiun  1 1.  c by  »3?lling 
it  to  thv  best  bidder  ;J  giving  a lien  «,>s  the  deties  to  l*e 
coUei'te*!  I'rum  the  atiielev  «f  wfeiofe  the  itufiortoii-tn  ).lmll 
tHf  pen«litc<l  ««o<vvdit>g  u-  the  prot'vdtng  pr.ijs'ct. 

Rrum  prteate  soufs'es  wr  inarit  that  the***  pro}«*sjtion.« 
pawwd  the  ('humfcsT  of  iJvputies.  hot  it  was  very  doubtful 
whether  they  could  hr  apprws-ed  by  the  .Senate  Tbep*» 
sage  of  such  ft  law  would  bc  af  itutneose  benefit  to  tbr 
RepuMte,  as  it  wo«ld  fwrniab  a l*t^  rcvejjoe  to  tiie  (i«v- 
ernmeut,  and  would  put  a slop  to  wnuj^llog 

tlea.  Ai<,W4**TK  Imi-iI  sent  in  a tuemorial  t<>  i’oogrvjs.v  re- 
e'lmmvntlmg  that  a junta  i»  fanned  of  Use  |wactp»l  oft  • 
cerr  of  the  army  and  navy,  ft.r  the  permanent  defeaec  ot 
the  natioa. 

There  were  five  Engliah  eraswls  of  war  in  the  harbor  of 
AVfa  rnir,  vi*  The  lu.-tefsiijrarbln.  hfi  guns  ; the  Tuml-ier- 
Ituid,  TO.  the  MellcsJvy,  "i*:  and  fttvamer  Expravs.  b 
There  w«s  much  specudatlun  as  to  t he  purp*vse  at  their 


Regant 

lakt?  plac-p  duriag  tfic  first  w-eefi  of  daunary,  si  which  th-p 
Aoutlnl  lieporf  will  be  presented  them  It  to  altogether 
likely  that  some  acti'm  will  be  takca  at  that  «me  on  the 
of  tbe  eompietiut.  of  the  iatertor  of  the  edifice 
To  those  of  our  readers  whose  leisure  permits  we  would 
*>beerve.  >«  rlesjng,  t6»f  they  find  in  tlw  library  aad  read- 
lag-r»oio  of  thr  lufttituiiup  a wry  e.xlcnttol  range  for  their 
a»Bti!'^we»t  and  Instruct.ton  In  lbe>c«rreti{  penodleal 
the  readiug-ritom  i»  wry  well 


Bwur  of  C-JiBtoodcrrc  N fs  be’..J  in  li.-oerat  ••• 

lOiy  by  *11  true  patn<ft*.  w nother  id  ax  -‘Ut  *-f  £i,< 
H;»  widv-rjrr-sd  fame  w**  earned  id  the  fxrtv  ic 
wii  t be  cmt<flrked  about  tbe  r<>mmoncet»eot  of  the  «ivr 
of  I II2  Frymthe  day  Commod'-Te  atot  kto:-  entered  if  e 
to  thr  hour  b<  gtt^v  up  hl5  honored  coa.miMieii, 
was  not  only  toieraied  by  U*.  but  was  pract  ^ r. 
'•ard  every  siup  -ff  thr  navy  ft  is  sot  dcD:v  ’ ^ ■ • 
the  authority  w»*  fiftco  Bbaved,  more  M-wever  x 
fprt|cr  yftar»  than  of  lite  but  that  was  asost-’y  cwiag  t*-  a 
sysi^  of  fuvor.tiwa  which  so  iftvn  place;  vocoeipc'ieot 
If#  m eomiaand. 

IS  ijbt'wa  i.hftJ  dariag  tfir  *bclc  of  Cf-niiBc.dorr  Stwu- 

To#  s ijrilhftoi  carver  fioggiag  wa;  lawfully  practised  m tar- 
Therefore,  he  Hat  h<*d  nr-  Af'e-  -spportiiciry  rbac  any 
cthv  r Senator  for  IcslsRg  a different  systcir  Tbe  ab- • 
of  eorj-ornl  pauisbioeni  from  the  t.svv  - aa  'xpr  > 
-if  ft  few  Bn.;isJ|5S',.oly.  ao.l,  if  the  ffeerctatT  ef  ;|,c 
-tftvi'  *-  lute  fthcuaJ  rri is  t-v;  lence,  the  etpeantu' m 
Ivor  ■.»  !'»d]y  enough 

T lerc  waV  a farmer  once  celebrated  in  his  BC)gbb'-eV.---A 
for  ' drift  ftsd  prosperitr  . hi**  heid'  were  ail  wv;’  fcocri 
he  was  owev  aaftoyed  by  Mr  oeighboi  a auvk  tree- 
hi#  grounds  and  cr'p-s  Ha  fences,  however 
Wlb  tsvmble>i*..ine  ami  capcs'iVf';  aad.  as  the  old  Dnia 
in  year^^,  be  often  ifiougbi  ho^  B;ucfe  tiiuc 
mtmey  had  been  espeudvd  in  kyey^ing  up  uiose  t**.f 
ftgftitist  foreign  juvnsion  fiaally  he  reas..fte<l  biasso  f 
the  belief  that,  a'  bi‘  f-bis  ha  i iK-s  Wiz.  ttc*pB--  ) 
on  i:  i Jiiaoy  yeare,  lie  might  thet'et-jTc  dsejnitiH-  witiiftarce 
alto  jvtiier,  ft6<l  »<.■  o-cglvcie-l  ta  k«H'p  theta  ap.  .Mark 
re*0  ;l  More  time  wh.*!  ca»phi.yB4l  in  dogging  hi- nr;g 
pigs  and  hungry  c&llle  oat  of  his  cornfield*  ani 
»e«  low*  than  He  ka-i  usually  bnstewed  m repairing  hi* 
fen-cps.  and  after  the  loft.'  *-f  s crop  tw--  the  old  nton 
back  to  ihe  |ro*d  aid  systems  of  y^v^teiont * 
apj-cars  to  mo  that  the  fartocr  i etperjmeist  i#  gairv 
to  th-v  abnlit-KJB  yf  3i''gg»tig  in  the  naev 

A B ARNI.\-§  riftiM  THE  £>££? 
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A-v  IstyrntfiM  Xi  It,— it  was  stated  under  oortelvgvBph 
head,  serisrai  days  ago.  that  e«ii  ba«l  hvoR  brought  by  tfic  i 
Gccammwftt  nguinst  Kii-tt  S«rf«  *»4  dv»»s  t'u.vxn-  I 
nxw  Hwtth,  at  Kew  l.tvloaos,  to  ravover  the  ouhi  >f 
being  « bntfthov  duo  the  t-nitwl  fttat«*(  i.m  the  j 
l«  iVptesttivr,  ifidl.  on  iset*<'unt  of  money  utuus-Mun'tod  * 
far  by  J.  Ktlvy  RtnUfi  while  a<  t»ng&.«  Vj»vt  Ageot  at  b«  v 
t»r!e&n«,  and  for  which  ^udgmotii  wo#  «d>wiu(^l  in  the  His 
irtct  of  tHduHshi*  in  The  I'lcsyMuc  >*»?'  a wm  **f; 

ee.jHvstiwtiott  ka*  !«H-n  granted  te  veize  the  itoposju-s  in  the  j 
Hank  nf  loiutoiiwia,  tin-  .^tato  Ihitik  ><1'  Loutoisua,  the  Ti<-w 
(>rlea«s  -i  «ri«;  and  Hahkiug  tHuapauy.  stid  .in  the  Mei-hsii- 
ic"-  swd  Trader--'  llsnk.  wi«de  in  thi<  hawe  of  J<>hn  I'hsTid-  I 
ler  I'toith  aod  .John  Kdty  Mjiith  . his«>  f«r  the  reuute  of  the  ^ 
sfiaVe.s  of  Htv  cwpital  slock  bi<i>l  tn  theit  linuiv**.  an-l  a!!  ‘ 
either  property  of  theirs  wkich  in^y  br  biiiod,  aftd  tbai  osi 
ItijutietMiu  b-B.e  b«m»  !s«*«ed  to  prevent  the  ■mlv  nr  trofisfer,,^. 
of  the  tK'tex.  «t«ek.  Ac  . difcrtng  the  pei'i«le«ey  »f  tbs*  sqtc,  i 
J (’baBiilcr  bmuli  being  » r«*jdeet  <.f  Ha!t{n.bTr,  tbr  e*>urj  | 
has  appfjiBtol  M Sf  R*-yn*»Ms  bi**  rcprwevniHtiec.  The  ! 
IBtvreat  will  increa-sc  ibv  ouiount  claimed  lo^Tf#'  iufti 


I>ErE:«Bri< '.4- 

The  d«»p^tcl.'-*  '■f'.  tt’,  ,r’  •.'  . fS^-vsftg, 

fttsoouiicaig  th#'  t'i*  — ? ot  ind  ifia!  tk« 

Congrcstiofi#!  Lihrery  had  bi.i!a  coosooed.  ptodare.^  moat 
ito'.eusf  '•I.  wh  roiiiftjael  ■ ws  rs-e'.i ' ? 'h« 

gtod».<aiB  mtc  hfCEv*  tbc'Saaira  had  bech  p.-rtially 
•ui'duvdkiid  the  fapitoi  vns  safe.  .All  w:!!  'scepiv  ragrat 
the  ti  *•  ’*’6r-  L- i-irt,  b«au}c  ‘..eka  ttd  doco- 

meai?  nsTg  ‘•<s«o  C'.i.so.tt*..;  wtiich  Et.lher  tn'inev  oat  cir* 
Ciimstsaevs  cftO  rej  are 

The  r«rr»»  ad'.cca  from  Fmact  by  the  iin'.’-.  ar*  much 
more  psc.Cv  than  costid  Bsvv  Sevs  «*pectei 
^ ’4  appears.  ba«  oe<;t.  ent.r'*'.y  tccc-  itfu;.  r as  maek  so  rt 
Tcast  a*  he  co'u'j  k»*e  an*  - paied  5-  |4  Dot  p-robabif, 
however.  *hat  •* . c ganuc  ft  ibo' <>—■*■  entire  a rvtolu* 
sit>n  '^sn  g-  a -rr.  ■ Digicudv  <-crta.m  :>  c-JtB* 

S'Twser  or  lalrt.;  .V  tl-  i ..g;.  n ■-->  .t,gt:  m tbe  offftirtuf 
Oorarnmvai  cafio  i b>  pr''-'.imod  f<-  s»'iilc  d'-er  latitroa* 
•^ailiity  at  sfica  i*  ,i  i...  muiij  t--  hope  for 

ft  ii  ocw  expcctt'l  th/ ' !\(*s#vtr  w.''  h«  her,-  pf*-.b*bly 
•r  M:c»(ja(  orxi  II  it.iy  a Baltimor*!  w.  - be  br^vf.  gsd 
- kis  pft,>s  off  »••■  ••(,*  W-'  •}.  oj.-  w or  exciwmeat 

lU:  w-ached  I'jiLftde’’.  'nr.  t iav 
‘tor  rstrn.-’^^  ? i-,’.  I’tr  .fa*  ic  r,  lir<’y  appeoraae# 

S.eigb*-  arc  --i.i, -stid  li.  .ifv  nromunvi.sg  ir  searefa 

■if  srti  ■•'  ..}  ..  .-.tr-t  ' y.fu'  Tier  >tore»  a« 

'.•t£ftirs'»'y  '.f:ti  o ; '•  • r pr*'«eoiA. 

Uu^iDf  > wii-  to;  nai,;.  < - ! '-■•  morz  w ft.rjia 

scrr.ft-  v”.r.  Irf-  .3>rr'<  fine  1 m tntst  of  li--  -■i.arehe-  All 
havr  my  t-ffst  WT*b«-  an!  to  thr  rv»4er  3f  tbe  lot*»li»- 
geacc-i-,  vritb  wbom  I ba'**  •-  inverM'd  by  1»ih-t  for  a »us, 
l*ftr  --f  aHc-wtac  tc  prv«eat  the  bapptvst  vomplittcat* 

"f  the  l^asoB  May ' j--  ’ bless  theta,  oud  the  wh  -•■  world  i 


NEW  fKHiKis 


have  reevived  fmiB  cur  neighUirr.  Mr  Ojut,  Book- 
(Mi  Seventh  street.  c.-.pie«  of  « rarie-iy  !*ooIib 
adap  svd  to  die  amutonicnt  and  iivstraetioft  of  youth.  ik4>d 
'Uiwde  for  rUristma-s  present*  .Am->ng  (hero  are  the 


THB  riRi-T  FCOrTIVF  f A.SE  l>*  C£»*NECT1CrT 


ntov  TSE  xrw  navts  uvoii-t**  or  rati**v 
A aev«;  cose — «»  rea't  m pTsetice — tu»d»'r  the  (hgitira 


‘ My  m *.i>f  Sarfk  . ' a ftfeofi  ftcenuet  (if  ibe  fire* 

estaJ^ifhmvat  af  ChrisUaasty  In  Ropm>  Load  Bv  i? 

: {'*rt-w  h Braibvrs,  V V 

••  4b'»rv  Acae*#,''  by  Mra  Si<w>j-ji**v,  lUustratovJ  farter 
k Bn.fhVTs,  N T j 

•'.k  «»«}/ «^f  the  *nfes>r  of  - The  8t  ♦_ 

k«m  Bod  ' t'orto?  Br-ither-.  N V ’ 

v*- .^o***}^  ,v*-  Tv  ttr^K.,a  ' I arter  i'  Brotbj-r*», 

N ri 

hVv'h  , * h'rfi*-,-.,  OT  ti  fb»*ceful  Fvvgreis  (.<  er  the 
r«p^?hv-l  f^ev.'  tol'  Mrs  |>*v>n  {Heivssv.  mth  lUnetrx 
'«Tier  .ii  Hr<>tb«'T*.  S '» 


from  jsewce  art,  earoc  off  m this  city  yesieriay  beforti 
^ i'a\iav«  R l*'»SB#-*£.s..  . rtiiU-d  fitntvs  Ct-tnujissfuaer 

Three  raaaway  apprvnittVi  from  the  Ftatc  of  Sew  T-ulh 
, wtr*  hf'-ugh'  Wfore  him  oe  the  cnoiplatnt  af  Mr  Joha 
j Rua-mll.  aa  exionesve  file  in*Bufacturer  .n  iitg  Sing.  Wa«t- 
; Chester  cousry , N <:  w 1 erk.  allegiag  that.  ' under  tbg  ixwi 
i •(  tbe  f*tato  of  New  york.  ••  the  ?«rvioe  or  lato<r  ‘ of  tfi« 
j persoBs  arrcftMid  w-oa  - due  to  kiui.  oad  thai  » week  of 
! i*'-  since  they  bad  ahreoeded  frota  that  Mat**  usio 
i tbe  l^iatc  of  (insnecticist , where*  they  bad  been  fotutd. 
The  arrevte  were  made  m Flvinoutb  The  s&dea- 


[ Turra  entered  mio  by  tbe  p »rr>e*.  in  8u»g  Jluig.  bv  wfaicb 

...  ™ . 


.S  leiter  fr«un  ibr  city  of  .Sew  York  to  the  Nefirork  .(d- 
V«*!.tser  suaie.*  thftf  ’'Ttie  Medical  pr>>fp##ion'^to*to  to  be 
ia  ci«®i#idvrah}e  ev-itenicut  ju»j  n<>»  The  death  aiHl  pre- 
TiflM*  trvatwe.w  "f  -ftt  J,  K R<>to'*eii«  has  eaured  ()gse- 
rvlling  among  th<»*-e  wb*.  attcmlM  him  tn  bi«  Iasi  illnovs  ■ 
The  /tobb'--h>gtcof  Fiff’icfj*.  wber**  tbe  l aftc  w*t-v  reported,  and  | 
the  morbid  ef)«*<'»avif  exhibitetl,  Hwrv  token  setoa  with  the  ' 
BMijovity  of  tlw  Bhyitieiftiis  againvi  l>r  Hoft-n-S,  brotbi'r-  \ 


visit  Rome  BupposiMg  It  wait  e*>«aected  wilh  the  uitima-  I ttolnw  of  the  deevuee*!.  Ho.  In  rvturfi,  in  propariag  i 
yum  proposed  to  thr  Sitximn  Ooveramrat  by  the  Hriiiab  I sWS'tslfta!  pampblet.  to  defend  bim^elf  tmd  crush  his*  op- 
MlBifitar.  aad  othera  that  the  fteet  hud  no  apeciol  olfiert ! pow^al-**  thetr  aIRvs.  St-wnii  oth^r  mattgr#  distnrt 


ipeciol  olpert 
in  view,  hnt  merv^  nonfat  n har-Mv  nfter  a cn«#e. 

J Tru*-  i^rfOt 


, ,,  ^ e t tto-w  w!mj  johsed  In  or  were  dvlutkoi  by  thi*  olamoT. 

thW.  wc  recnllm  t a ytafuc  ; an  rtrta..«,  and  mrtrinkic.  «od  yield  to  W aoratvdgo 

•llfi  in  hnmt*-  Hv  .nill#  ; a vgrv  aujaerior  bmort'  j deerw  wbicli  iliupclWl  H,  Bet  if  thvrv  be  tbosw  who  still 

.j(  » buM  of  a<,«.  T.vlnr  t.v  i to  ""  ?“*' 

c*  * ' ‘ “bd  dtCTtaa  to.give  tfcftja  sew  ftfb,  oett 

Ihilttii  am.vt  ; and  a no^f  oJ  Lafavclft?  oy  i>avm.  virtue,  nnr  patriutlsa.  nor  the  honor  nf  tiw  Buste  can 

W.  oolr  irf'  dm- Wi«  fn.m  **11*'“  I" 

Thu**  < (il.  P.  cootinoed  t„  mAintnio  tl»l  l owr  a; 
ti,(  to  the  power  aeU  roir  and  houet  of  the  Rtate, 

He  opoke  with  «i*ctrif^i»g  effect. 


disturb 

the  hafUHmy  of  the  prufvaeiiiD  The  arrival  of  Kooentfi 
haft  been  coiaevdent  with  a grippe  wl^h  seem*  to  aitiock 
rtf^t  ftsd  left,  euaMnensiag  with  cough,  mild,  or  sore  ihroftt. 
aad  ftfigompaatod  by  eElila,  fevera,  &c  . laetit^  two  or  three 
(toys.  fhnaR-pos  continue*  pm-olent,  the  kj»v«Qt  in  ftbYl 
aliaovt  if  aot  (juito  that  la  Ib-ll.  Seorlrt  fever 

*|s«j  qoito  common  “ 


T«e  SIcltoxofiH  ExKcvTt»R.*  -Tbe  Now  tlrltmn*  liolta 
ftoy#  the,  btatouieut  lult^p^ftpHod  to  thl#  dty  that  Judge 


THE  AMERICAN  PHIROSERR  IS  SPAIN. 

The  (’havIjRwton  Cowrisr  eoatsuB*  g ftdicr  frtmi  the 
floo  pANifft  M Barrihorr,  oar  Mintwftto  at  Ma- 
(Jriff,  in  whkfe  he  pTpmtaea  to  every  emiouvor 
to  oovrtirt*  iW  nf  tfit'  .\«ji>rtcaii  prt»o&t*ri<  tn 

Hpeiit  Ip  hi#  ledtoT  be  sb^#  that  “ ibff  Bafnrtanuto 

• affair#  at  Nnw  Orbiaar  aoti  olaewfattre  in  the  rBift‘d 

• Bute#,  in  wbicb  Hpain  be.lbvoe  tbttra  ba#  httou 

• gr«ai  insult  and  outrage  to  her  and  mjartee  to 

• her  oubjeete,  raetdeot  in  tbe  t'nitod  Stato«,  have 
‘ much  coinplitiaH’4  and  added  grp«tly  to  tie  diffi- 
‘ cultie#  of  rel«*»e  of  tbeae  priswmera.''  He  ««ya, 
boirevcT^  that  be*  m\l  do  all  be  can  to  aileriate  their 

mti  kmU  m^  tte««  in  (wtsm  liat  for  tie  i mTxummtm,  MotsrMw—R  i*  ^,,3  tk»t , 

p»t  froBi  them  ,g  ill.  rwidonM,  aad  (be  ! , ^rtiou  «r  w»W«o',  BJd*.  »l(i  . 

Wirf  tb»»  hr  c»»  better  wrre  then,  by  remsm.Bf »(  dwip-tOMd  tkurdw,  .,«Tfc,  » k.,,  g,j. 

Madrid  ,...  | in  ih^  limber  that  ftfinges  the  aide  of  ,Um>  ridge,  cataud- 

ng  about  two  tnil«#  io  a parallel  dliw<ttioft  with  the  top, 
iTfiv  gap  la  tbe  denae  tlmbwr  appeared* to  be  about  sixty 


Bachanact.  ef  the  Fifth  liisertct  C-ourt,  hod  refaood  to  oBcw 
M*»«rft-  Hewani,  Jieyer.  and  Gurley  their  sIsaTT  ef  the 
per  ttoifs*  ae  exacutor#  of  the  Mofteangh  eetnto,  wa#  er- 
roasxma,  the  dectrtoo  beiuji  j«#l  the  rerarw.  Ue  did. 
faeweveT.  by  a prertrtse  d<«i&ion.  revnke  thetr  oiMtiiaiacfimia 
*e  exegntor# 


M,  Kosscth  amve*!  at  FbiladflpKka  yonteitiay 
and  me  pabUcly  pivMiivwi 


Libr|ry.  muin  Iv,  tbr  lAibiumD’a  Ro. 
er,  wi  aovmul  book,  and  tut  (*14  volume  of  ItOtH 
i|f»lnjrj  - atagriHkvnt  work  on  tlif  Autif}oitMv»  of 


Wc  arp  in  tbe  midfd  of  atran^  orenla,  and  feavp 
amrt*d  at  * mojit  iiuportaat  griitii'  tft  tbe  affinirs  of 
OUT  ( ottotrj'  'Ajft  exile  iiHfited  to  our  rihore.v  ae  a 
snfi' aAjlam  from  fipproMioo,  .k  not  content  to  rc-^ 
eeive  our  boapjialilp,  hut  R|^'ai#  to  thb  people  to 
infitraci  tbeir  Oovemrofint  to  etimpl)'  with  -certam 
d<^roiuidff  which  be  mukce.  He  onoertakna  to  (io- 

BcwHlb,  oetther  i |,^yp  gj,^  „jjj|  govofnod 

by  ftKUs.Vbo  unUeratand  fiotbin|r  of  tbe  true  priu- 
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pr  a hundred  f«et*lo  width,  and  the  fissure  to  the  earth 
ivrtehed  fh  on  unknewn  depth,  in  whieb  trees  o1  the  lair- 
esi  slic  were  torn  up,  *^d  enertnnus  ro<Aa,  which  had^ 
probably,  laid  concealed  fur  age*,  wew*  r«»t  ftoa  tbeir 
pntsitive  beddiofe  and  laid  hare.  Tbe  feumlaUoB  on 
which  the  ntoantain  ’feel#  i#  ruppM»ed  to  have  j^veo  away 


INTBJiSK-t'OU?. 

Ycsiertoiy.  merntoir  wa«  the  coMcst  maatabcrM*  m thb 
A f raoet  <ay  lb.t«  a*-  r'nnuUrr  tbe  avaUiw  tid«iptod  | city  aiUly^ rkCiuty.  The  cvwatry  heit^j  covered  with  ifii* 
tht*  trtniTMmeiH  f'rf  tip,  protoCt}<>»  *4  the  public  ‘ *aew  of  ifia  of  ei|d*t  i»cbe#  deep  which  fra  oo  Monday. 


Fav4T.  ArraAT.'-41hj  !Sat«rday„  the  IStb  ulHmc,  ■ lUffi-. 
coHf  ivccurrmi}  at  Teylor’s  Bridge.  Sampeon  C(i>unty,  N.  ('.. 
t.e^tVe«n  weraone  atrarbed  to  Johoeon  A fV.'#  clrcn#  coju- 
pa«>aiwl  the  dtiseos,'  which  ft*«lted  in  the  death  of  <>»* 


fit 
toe 
Ma*i 
P 


SAM 

l>Aia.> 


ftirtv  ef  thi'  kuvi.',  fit  f.»r  pres>'a- 

desf«*-it  AH’!  n.v<-it  ''Hen.she.j  fnend#.  ar^- 
I ftillr  di.'lrlbuted  thr*<n}::-  ih.<-  msov  heautifui  und 
■ -rerl  Pslsblivbaitmf'  *>f  ^'ur  cus  Me*.sr^  Tiivi.-vs 
nt  bar#  >i  stjitck  tasiofu?  *ad  f.-^sliii'cal'to  Wyi''«d 
’ fsitjg  wo  hn’c'v  m^en,  m a|n<-h  the  ftctiicvemeisto  >.*' 
art’ excer*!  oor  w.lde*'*  <treata’^  t*f  the  glonee  nf 
•*  Barliarr*  pear’  and  g<«ld 
'bnftimB#  vii-wk  ot  gift-h-«>kv.  l«iVik#  -f  jemele 
ni**i*.  and  of  all  the  wealth  of  the  *.'.»rld>  accumn- 
liietatare  up  ti*  the  eun-eot  h*.\ir  merit  the  D»»siee  .<vt 
of  an  intelHg«Bi  puhlitv  < 

F*ia\«4,M.  th*^- foroer  nf  fftH  <*^trecT,  h*»  &)(  & 

sM>rt0vciii  of  nook#  issued  from  tiv  eatabhsnwm* 

first  puMhfcers  >n  fhia  country  and  nf  England 
ell. supplied  vhelvev  sj,-l  cave?  merit  » vmt  fri*m  e;it 
lasieg  piihlio 

FaxS'CxTATi.oit.  Bt  hie  Insg  estaHliafiivI  aod  elegaat 
7,  offor#  ^cwi  svtooction*  tn  hi#  sfSect  sad  ralaaMe 
■->f  many  of  the  ehoueat  «ores  of  ustelleetiial  ta.#to 
Fcafto  that  hsmas  genin#  and  i»do«try  hart  produced 
! esra  AnaMs  & Saiwiivort)#  ere  the  he*d*j«*rt«ra  of 
5 erirtdical  aad  newspaper  effusion#  of  our  times . to 
would  refer  <‘ttr  fcwder#  f<«|  whatevvr  is  w«si«d 
lir  parttcttlar  line.  - 


they  won*  iKumd  to  serve  Mr  Suwell  tor  tormf  varytag 
toiin  iwo  to  iota  .'ears,  exccaicd  arc.'av!,in|f  to  ti*«  law#  « 
New  V'>rk,  were  priKluccd  and  provwf.  and  thef^ts  of  Ifia 
c.o'apc  and  the  identity  •>(  the  persoB#  fully  road*  oat, 
John  ftve.-’h.  E*«|  appcervvl  for  RttsoeU  aad  C S Aa- 
drews,  Fe-i.  'or  th'*  sppront.u-cs 

Thr  I «*maus»ii>oer  ••ai’i.  the  fat  ts  of  tor  case  Wmg  tui- 
>^u«*-ftt>m'>{.  li.si  he  h.a-l  n--»  doubt  that  *ipj-rentice  I aer* 
VRUI*.  «'  the  Mvdeoturos  sh.'Wfnl  thci-v  per*ii<ov  to  be 

by  (he  lows  of  New  \ -(rk.  were  w'.tola  the  pnrrjevf  of  Uk 
consfiluUouft'  proviaton  re<)nsnii.g  the  s«rt  '«dcruf  per- 
iHM"  iii-'d  ta  wecTiff,  on  elvur.  • ■“  *h*-  pers-o-,  o-  wbots  such 
•*em«'F  wa-.  itoe  Thai  toe  hsutory  of  (fiat  Brttclc  m the 
I ottxepti.iu  *,l.-wrd  that  |«'rs.-<n«  *-  >.t,4  in  iereice  wer« 

.'.Jistt-mplaitrn  hy  it.'  frsmer>  »«  withm  ns  reonirrtEdnW, 
*0'i  thst  ihv  lep‘!ftl3on  and  practice  of  the  coluDies  bw- 
fyr»',  as  well  «»  tfie  .vnmmeFy  pt  wer*  gi'cn  to  the  tamaut 
to  reclBim  his  appreniice  by  the  Ftatr  law#  since,  sbowa^ 
that  thr  power  p-'W  a*ked  to  be  exemsed  was  neitowr  h*- 
voi  in  iegislaunn  not  arfiltTary-  i»  it#  character . aad  thrt 
in  the  sanoos  diseiuis’tion*  up&r,  rhi*  pr^eiwon  of  tfiecos- 
stotutir-ti.  ho  had  uevsr  seen  u ^hi>r  wan,*  aen 

a«  wei;  as  black  HK-n.  and  >**rrAni»  for  ji^oH 
a‘  scrvBOi?  for  life.  w«^  wvihiti  its  ohkets  and  rc^Uirw- 
roent*  -A  curttoratc  was  thcreftwe  given  to  Mr  Rasrtfi 
in  s.-'-'-rdutice  w»th  the  lugiilvo  051  ot  l^bl,  and  uudmr  iS 
lite  appr*'t>ticir6  wera  t&n-.ed  Hack  to  New  York 

We  lurderat-aml  that  Mi  Kuseell  h*.s  ftiffera.i  of  lata  hy 
« r'j-*t/--jV  aaix'Bg  hi.**  apprentice*,  of  whom  he  has  a '-.Offe 
nainlY'i-  acd  their  ruh>c*4«enx  ernplf-ymcnt  on  wage*  to 
riva;  (h»ia.|>Ufthm«ots  and  he  bav  avaUtsI  huuscH  of  tola 
act  as  ihe^nniy  i»cai>‘  i--  pat  a step  ?•>  the  practice 


CHRISTMAff  rRE-NgNTJ* 

^ i«  want  of  Cbristina#  ftn^hpnts  will 

where  may  b<*  obiaitu'H  oerv  vam^ty  of  arrt 
sfiitablp  fur  th(>  pnrpps<>  by  t»v«>rl<>okj»^  uvir  ad- 
) dog  coiama#  >10114  raich  sdlvisniscBicnto  may 
f<  otwl  bo  (be  ars!  pa^‘l  of  ihfs  paper 


; Maaonle.-  .A  iUai«d  coiamaulcatios  of  the  Oraiid 
L'*vlg''  .'f  the  of  Columbia  will  bo  bVhJcn  at  Ma««w 

• Hal!,  cc-raer  H »o'l  ffith  HTvet*.  on  Saturdav.  ifit  ?rth  ia- 
#tan;,  at  4 oVIack  F.  AI.  ThC  i>ft(Set*  eieci  wtiJ  be  xmulUi. 

. Merobtrs  art  rsomrsd  t-  he  pnnciaai  .a  thajr  sHcndaccv.  By 
i erder  of  tot  M W M CU.tS.  ?.  FR,tttrf, 

J dee  24  WThSwt  Orand  Secretary. 

j 9t^"t  i»  i>  1^'  TlM*"^»fiwrr^nPtie»dsSipl[535R 

Nti.  l?  ar<  fcervl'j'  n«n6ed  th«j  toe  |.od.gc  wii!  ro**i  an  friva 

• ?fi{b.  at  the  usaat  place,  at  T a ci-aek  P.  M. 

I i;  tM'L  il-  !>*'»(  OE.A.^ft,  rermoBoni  Sccrcioty. 

I „5«ir  »,r«4bra*  Vatr.  The  I,*dto*.  of  C;r«^ 

. ' Rv.'.  A'-Sxrt.  Huhvaiv  ISsmt.  or*  sow  heldiag 

i a Fiif  at  Faiumac  It*':,  c -injrr  ot  Moryiaad  a'raaa#  aad  lira 
; stfeei.  Island,  the  ps  . .ed*  of  «hieh  or*  to  he  dcvchad  ta  «fil 
of  the  new  Chwrrti  Tb  - F«.t  wdl  (>aatiD»e  dartog  all  of  tola 
i week,  with  th*(  a«esda*ce  of  murta  undar  tot  dtrocSrta 
at'  Fr>.tf,  Bergman.  Omaihuse*  wiincavo  toe  Sail  eaefievoa- 


Pyar»»»#.--I.toetor  BaatiXT,  piiadpol  Atirirt  of 
I hihkdelpfila  Ear  Inilrsuu'y.  is  a tomperary  «>c>)cu.rn«r 
(X  r city.  Tbare  can  be  00  ijaestlon  that  tt  la  wike  pc 
k sally  for  ta-edicai  men  t«  devote  U<*ir  »iady  to  spccibi 
he*  of  practicv!,  wheu  they  find  their  talent*  oed  ac- 
m*»l»  enable  them  to  treat  peculiar  dimrderi  wiifi 
Yhan  ordinary  aacces* . for  it  is  by  vucK  aicans  that 
' advaaco#  have  aotnciimcc  boee  made  to  ih«  heaiiag 
The  n«t  of  the  I»ociar  to  Waftiuugiott  haa,  we  «n- 
md.  afforded  former  iRurtraiicn  of  toi*  Ec  remain# 
but  a few  day#. 


IttATIOSAl  THEATae. 


3j*  E.  A MxaaaaLl..  , S<de  I 

.AIk-  tif  toe  Broadway,  Ni.w  Tack,  and  Wofitut  &tzart»  TMk> 
drtghio.  Th«aW«».| 

Mr  w M.  FixjttTe ^ 5«af*  Manaffar. 


Fottfto  uight  lif  the  sagagemont  af  to»  ociohraMd 

SIGCIN  OPERA  TROCPE. 


aiASR]AC£». 

toe  23d  tnrtant,  a!  the  E street  Raniirt  Chusch.  by 
J B.  A>nta*os,  Rev  J.  TtLSt^.  of  Rto^jjun. 
i«  whuaottr.  to  MU#  M.ARTHA  D , daughter  of  Roar 
nsafoa,  . of  thu  city 

Toeoday,  the  Jffd  loatant.  by  the  Rev  Mr  Hot>oco. 
:Zl  GEORGE  COX  to  .Mira  ANNA  MdJRlA  GOl>- 
>,  of  the  iMrtTiet  of  ColuaiHia 


Price  of  .Adtalaaiou. 

Brirat*  Boxes  tk  , Orebeatra  Swt*  ?0  oont* . Preoi  Ctwi* 
aad  e«oir  : Reaerrad  Soata  to  the  •ome  crtM: 

Foiatiy  Ciruie  Si  eeats  . Qoliary  and  Third  tier  cant*. 


CBRIRTM<AS  SIGHT, 


A i': 


TBIS  EVEXIXG.  PSCEMBER  ?>. 

The  Mlabratad  Baat.j:x  Oraax  toot  rx  wto  iM^>paarfia  dM 
chiwaijsMi  Opera  of 
LA  ffOMNAMBrtA 


ciulra  of  (iovomment,  »..<!  m,idf«l!y  that  hio  I «>•'>*•«■  “""f  >!«■  ~*n-ly 

% L »j  t * , J t > - '*  woundtog  of  boveral  others.  Jobaaon,  the  manager,  and 

rule  of  policy  ohould  be  atlofrted.  tbirngb  it  U con-  j the.raemW  «f  hU  c^mpan;*,  wX arre*te.l  The  ijll- 
trary  to  tbaf  of  «>tir  (vovertunem,  from  it*  m^nha-  - mlngion  rommorclal  from  which  we  l«trn  to*  above,  givo* 
lion  10  the  prweut  morntml.  Affniiurt  tbl*  cmieum  j no  further  partigulara. 
to  dirtatr  wc  pr»>{e*t  Aa  a extlej  who 


MmK-  .-.ml  p„,,,  „J  „ ‘O'  ’ti,,  Tk**^*"  | E 'Id  ‘ito  Inn"  »CpT  ^nf^i™' 

i (h..  VI  „ bn,M;„g,  „f  ,h„  .ory  L.  O,  U.  »w,  “I!,  T.  ?tT  H 

«(y  P«(  C.,,,.,,!  i„  ^ ™ly  • f-»  <l>y«  • (..juunwr  ^ 


L -a  ^*11-  i-i*  e d A '111  Hx.fttrr  l>ft»AOR«  >t»*  a Meath- 

ba*  wnaettH  all  m defence  .rf  fm-dom.  wc  w^l.l  I ^*pmin.  h*#  rscovoevd  $i‘7.«K>danmga.(  U*  liHrt.  at 
wwlromn  M K.Nirtith  *J>  our  brnat  Inif  a#  <wr  law • * .... 


DEATH. 

lolthis  dty,  00  the  24th  iDstant,  Mr#  MARY  DOUGH. 
ERT4’.  fcUct  of  tbe  late  ioaxrn  DorohxaTT,  a native  of 
IrelakivJ.  and  a twaideoi  of  tfil#  rity  for  more  than  half  a 
ccotary,  B6 

l^pora!  vtill  take  place  from  her  rertdettce  on  Hth 
beyond  I,  OB  Fridac.  at  3 o’clock  P M Her 
and  aci|uatoUBce#  arc  invited  io  attend  . 


After  which 

Dance  by . • . -..-.vSlirt  Anada  WaSraw 

Fanta*4a-Coraei  •'IHaOim.  , ..Mr.  SayUy. 

TOv  »Wi'  loc-sstode  with  to*  f a«e  trf 

THE  SECRET. 


rRm.AT  EVENING.  DECEMBER  2ff, 
Will  h«  j^rfonaed  to*  sopalar  Oa«a  af 
FRA  DfAXmO. 

By  to*  eelebroie^i  tj»«vnt  Oetma  taotrtw- 


i Hi  JUioiK.  from  John  i 


«wii#y  buildiftg.  naxt  rf  !b.  .c;r/wral  Port  CHBcff 
■f-’,  am!  DOW  tbe  Uhrary  i^Caii) — 

d prvt  ‘ ■ • \ 

V moi.t-iprM«  imrtin/jMlifwl  HdmttHwo  (dr.  aivi 


... 

had  chatgvd  the  plainSff  with  overtoamng  hi*  boat . omL  ’ 
IH  uiui  *«  t- 1 a*'  cbaiitfion  <>f  the  Board  of  rndm||grlt«r«.  had  {Mibliebad  I 

nnd  n..ivn  pnd,-  ,n  ^ | 1“,“;;^,  laZTirj.lZi'SX  ' 

thr  guitUoDC  of  our  ttatt<w  to  a onto  who  ha*  .been  eommgOiM  by  toe  plrtnOff.  the  codo^t^cc  i 


Il  api^ar#  ihc  defendant  j /«  o«/cr  to  nifotr  ttif  permit**  »»  (he 

«V«d*»«a/  fnftHtgumeer  0'^*avf»ey-ei.'<'  la 
0/  f’J'aifmae.  yojiwr  mjl  fir  woo'd  ftow  /kw  oA(V 


poM<d  powitiaaa,  mdh 
btUne  laeo, 

ft  wa*  dtuing  the  hoar*  of  ao  intoBaa  eolti  m thia  that 
our  excallest  and  i»dl«faGg»bl«  Hmnoa  were  oaSad  to  *•- 
vera  duty  aod  lalwir.  a»  fUtad  io  oDotherpartof  toiaday’a 


H th»jb  to  the  ftresKB  ifidotha  who, 


The  lata  fire  In  lUmtmtt.  (N.  C.)  though  diaaotiym#. 
waa  Dot  io  the  aatuBt  pravlnuoly  raportad.  Thara  were 
•otae  fiftaes  buihibfpi  oocunmad,  a^  the  entire  )n««  la 
ertUDBAied  at  trim  twmtjr  to  thirty  thottaoDd  dnlhKra. 


wrtt  that  he  couhl  pnwore  no  frotght. ' 


.aijff*  Vnltarian  <’hareh.~Thi*  Chureh  wDl  be 
toi#  omraing  al  11  o'clock  Scrvloc*  will  be 
h.T  the  Pa«(oi\  R*v  iHr.  Dxvtv. 


Dosoahy. 

.rf' 


.MdM  Aaaia  WaRoct 


.\  fire  aecurrrd  at  rhaflertoa  oe  the  Ibth  ioetast,  whitto  s 
de*troyed  toe  coach  ami  chafr  factory  of  Mr  Gaaar,  tinif  ] 
otoer  fsrwrty.  Of  the  prowaty  d»*!tra3^,  fi»*  carrUge 
facltwy,  torwraiortoa  of  brick,  a»d  ittiiboijdlnga,  are  va- 
lued at  100,000  Htook  of  caniage*.  harneiw.  he  valaed 
at  $80,000. 


t'hmreh  »f  the  .Aacenaton.  M rtrert. 
aOlh  *ttv**t- ~ Thi*  fbareh  will  be  ,»jwo  Uihi  day 

tltmu)  at  Ifi  w’t'fixjk  Thv  K*etor  will  rtficuito.  A eol* 
lc<ctt4«  will  Im*  uAcb  ap  lor  the  bcnrtlt  <d  th*  <*r>toae  A*y1am. 


And  to*  rarca  of 

BETSY  BAKER 
Bet  olBee  (jpra  ftaw  Id  A.  it,  to  4 P.  X Dc^oe*  af«»  ** 
half  poM  *l»— porformaara  wtR  Cuoumm*  *i  a oaartae  pM- 
*#»•«  o’cJoclt- 

Aa  •Aeirat  poUe*  wOl  W Invuaetaat  aitan-hwme  to ^ornim 


tot  mi*  by 

dH  3-Tllwlf 


4UUN  B KIBBEY  4 
Nv>.  4,  ((>}>|>o«lt*  CeatE*  MatkeV 


■triot  order. 

Draw?*  KtlMflfilRiaQic^fCMA^t'l^lkMIlh 
tajMU  Lottery  of  9lla.rvlmJML  f'l**#  No  J. 

M.  .W  5a  18  IS  23  M ^ C « 41  20  W 
15  51  ?0 

4k  O r SCOIUUS  » CO.,  MuH*n. 
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The  National  Intelligencer  for  December  25,  1851,  in 
reporting  the  fire  that  destroyed  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress, notes  that  the  heat  was  so  intense  that  it  caused 
the  paint  and  stone  of  the  pillars  in  the  west  front  of 
the  Capitol  to  scale  off  to  a depth  of  a quarter  of  an 
inch  in  places. 

of  which  you  and  I have  thought  so  much,  which  has 
been  so  long  our  pride,  and  has  yielded  us  so  much 
pleasure.  . . . which  is  so  necessary  to  Congress,  and 
to  me  was  more  attractive  than  any  political  honors, 
is  really  a deep  affliction.  I thought  of  you,  and  knew 
how  distressing  it  would  be.  I rejoice  that  the  mode  of 
its  origin  is  so  well  ascertained.  . . . Had  that  re- 
mained in  mystery,  there  are  many  who  would,  how- 
ever unreasonably,  have  censured  you.®^ 

Meehan  was  deeply  moved  by  these  thoughtful 
words  and  confided  to  his  diary;  “It  is  truly  grate- 
ful and  reviving,  to  receive  so  kind  a letter,  in 
my  deep  affliction,  from  so  eminent  a gentle- 
man, and  so  discriminating  a friend,  as  Mr. 
Pearce.  . . . May  the  Lord  bless  him,  and  prosper 

him!”  62 

The  days  and  months  following  the  fire  were 
unusually  busy  ones.  Senator  Pearce  arrived  in 
Washington  on  January  4,  sent  for  Meehan,  and 
the  two  had  a long  conversation  about  the  fire 
and  the  best  means  of  renev/ing  the  Library.®^ 
Congress,  in  a cooperative  mood,  appropriated 
$5,000  on  January  13  for  the  removal  of  the 
rubble  that  remained  at  the  site,  for  cleaning  and 
preserving  what  had  survived,  and  for  the  build- 
ing of  a temporary  roof  over  the  Library  Room. 
An  additional  $10,000  was  earmarked  for  the 
purchase  of  books.  On  January  23  the  sum  of 
$1,200  was  appropriated  for  the  preparation  of 
temporary  quarters  for  the  Library.  In  this  same 
period  Thomas  U.  Walter  was  at  work  on  plans 
and  drawings  for  the  reconstruction  of  the  Li- 
brary Room,  and  on  March  19  Congress  appro- 
priated $72,500  to  carry  them  out.  Eventually, 
an  additional  $20,500  had  to  be  authorized  for 
completion  of  the  repairs.  Replacement  of  the 
lost  books  was  underwritten  on  August  31,  1852, 
by  an  appropriation  of  $75,000.6^ 

Two  courses  of  action,  therefore,  were  to  be 
carried  on  simultaneously — the  reconstruction  of 
the  Library  Room  and  the  acquisition  of  the 
books  and  other  library  materials  that  were  to 
stock  it.  Meehan,  although  he  had  no  respon- 
sibility for  the  former,  took  great  interest  in  it  and 


grew  impatient  over  inevitable  delays.  Tempo- 
rary facilities  for  the  Library  were  ready  by 
March,  and  Members  of  Congress  and  other  visi- 
tors were  “much  pleased  with  the  room.”  The 
workmen  then  turned  their  attention  to  the  main 
room,  and  Walter  told  Meehan  that  it  would  be 
completed  in  three  months  and  would  be  much 
more  beautiful  than  before.  But  spring  ended  and 
summer  wore  on  and  Meehan  exclaimed,  “O! 
slow,  indifferent  mechanics!!”  In  September,  in 
the  company  of  Walter,  he  looked  at  “the  beau- 
tiful iron  work”  and  then  went  on  top  of  the 
roof  to  examine  the  progress  made  there.  He  re- 
garded all  that  he  had  seen  as  “beautiful  enough, 
and  to  spare,”  but  everything  proceeded  so  tar- 
dily he  despaired,  correctly  as  it  turned  out, 
of  getting  into  the  Library  before  the  next  meet- 
ing of  Congress.66 

Finally,  in  the  spring  of  1853,  a year  and  a half 
after  the  fire,  Walter’s  assignment  was  nearly 
completed.  Meehan  was  impressed  and  wrote  to 
Senator  Pearce,  telling  him  that  the  work  had 
been  done  “in  the  most  elegant  manner.”  The 
ceiling  was  finished  and  the  scaffolding  had  been 
taken  down.  The  walls  were  paneled  “in  fresco” 
and  harmonized  perfectly  with  the  “richness  and 
splendor  of  the  massive  ornaments  in  the  ceil- 
ing.” Three  coats  of  cream-colored  paint  were  to 
be  placed  on  “all  the  work  in  the  upper  gallery, 
and  upon  all  the  pillars  and  pilasters,  and  in  all 
the  alcoves  on  the  two  lower  floors.”  The  “orna- 
mental portions  of  the  work”  would  then  be 
gilded.  Meehan  thought  that  the  room  would 
be  “rather  gorgeous.”  Completion  was  expected 
by  July  1,  and  Meehan  asked  Pearce,  “Cannot 
you  stroll  over  to  Washington  about  that  time, 
and  take  a view  of  the  premises?”  6® 

On  July  6,  1853,  Meehan  took  formal  posses- 
sion of  the  room.  Walter  was  delighted  with  it 
and  Meehan  agreed  that  it  was  “truly  beauti- 
ful.” President  Franklin  Pierce  had  visited  the 
room  a few  days  earlier  with  the  British  geologist. 
Sir  Charles  Lyell,  and  a workman  had  reported 
that  Sir  Charles  had  “pronounced  it  the  most 
beautiful  room  in  the  world.”  It  was  then  nec- 
essary to  close  the  Library  for  a month  “to  get 
the  books  in  it,  and  to  lay  the  carpets,  and  bring 
up  the  documents  for  exchanges  from  the  room 
or  cellar  under  the  crypt,  where  they  were  placed 
after  the  fire.” 

The  prompt  appropriation  of  $10,000  for  the 
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purchase  of  books  had  demonstrated  that  the 
Congress  was  anxious  to  see  the  shelves  of  its 
Library  filled  once  again.  This  form  of  restora- 
tion, however,  was  to  involve  far  greater  dif- 
ficulties than  had  the  physical  restoration  of  the 
Library  Room.  Meehan  set  about  the  task  almost 
at  once,  writing  to  the  Library’s  London  agent. 
Rich  Brothers.  He  told  them  of  the  destructive 
effect  of  the  fire  and  gave  them  to  understand 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  Library  Com- 
mittee “to  commence  operations  without  delay, 
for  restoring  the  Library  to  its  great  usefulness, 
and  for  extending  it  in  every  department  of  litera- 
ture.” A want  list  was  enclosed  for  immediate 
action.  Competition  from  American  booksellers 
would  be  great  but  Meehan  wrote  Rich  Brothers 
that  he  expected  they  would  “maintain  in  our 
approaching  dealings,  the  superiority  your  house 
has  maintained  for  promptness,  accuracy,  cheap- 
ness, and  fidelity.” 

Rich  Brothers  had  already  learned  of  the  fire 
and  had  written  to  Meehan  as  early  as  January  6. 
They  assured  him  that  since  in  the  past  they  had 
had  the  honor  of  supplying  so  considerable  a part 
of  the  Library  of  Congress  they  would  again  “be 
most  happy  to  be  entrusted  with  the  commission 
of  making  such  purchases  as  might  be  required.” 
In  apparent  anticipation  of  the  strictures  laid 
down  by  Meehan  the  firm  offered,  in  the  event 
that  the  purchases  were  considerable,  to  under- 
take them  on  “the  lowest  possible  terms,  say  5 
per  cent  on  the  cost  price  of  the  books.”  They 
would  also  be  happy  to  give  their  almost  “ex- 
clusive attention”  to  this  work  for  a considerable 
time.  Meehan,  who  had  dealt  with  this  firm  for 
years,  was  touched.  “How  very  different,”  he 
entered  in  his  diary,  “is  all  this  from  the  hyenas 
that  are  now  striving  to  prey  on  us  in  our  own 
country!  ‘Hail!  Columbia!!’”®^ 

Meehan’s  industry  and  concern  were  not  all 
that  was  required  at  this  crucial  juncture  in  the 
Library’s  history.  Critics  have  pointed  out  that 
he  was  not  a collection-builder,  that  he  had  very 
limited  bibliographical  experience,  and  that  he 
lacked  imagination.^^  An  anonymous  contem- 
porary— probably  Charles  C.  Jewett — raised  a 
number  of  important  points  in  a two-part  article 
in  the  National  Intelligencer,  April  8 and  14, 
1852.  The  auction  season  in  Europe,  the  article 
said,  was  almost  over  and  a number  of  important 
private  libraries  had  already  been  sold  off.  An 
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agent  of  the  Library,  if  he  had  been  appointed 
promptly  and  sent  abroad,  would  have  had  an 
opportunity  to  acquire  some  of  these.  Also  lack- 
ing was  a carefully  prepared  list,  with  as  many  as 
100,000  titles,  of  the  books  that  the  Library  of 
Congress  should  have.  The  $10,000  appropriated 
for  the  purchase  of  books  on  January  13  was 
clearly  not  enough;  more  should  be  made  avail- 
able at  once.  Essentially,  in  the  view  of  this  critic, 
the  new  Library  of  Congress  “should  be  a sys- 
tematic collection  of  books  chosen  with  com- 
petent bibliographical  learning  for  a specified 
and  well  defined  purpose.”  By  following  the 
proper  program  the  Library  of  Congress  might 
become  a truly  national  library,  like  the  British 
Museum  and  the  Bibliotheque  nationale.^^ 

Those  in  authority,  however,  did  not  do  as 
they  were  bid.  In  fact,  in  a letter  to  Senator 
Pearce,  Meehan  appeared  to  be  responding  di- 
rectly to  the  articles  in  the  Intelligencer: 

I am  sorry  to  see  that  the  project  of  an  agent  to 
select  and  purchase  books  for  us  is  again  revived.  It 
will  not  meet  with  favor  in  Congress,  I think.  I have 
heard  the  remark  made  by  a number  that  the  Library 
used  to  be  considered  very  excellent,  and  they  pre- 
sumed it  could  be  renewed  in  the  same  manner  in 
which  it  was  first  formed.  They  have  no  idea  of  placing 
Congress  in  a position  which  admits  that  they  cannot 
select  the  books  they  need.'’^ 

This  was  the  expedient  philosophy  under  which 
Meehan  operated.  He  knew  the  situation  first- 
hand and  could  judge  the  temper  of  Congress. 
When  faced  with  criticism  from  the  outside  he 
relied  upon  his  sense  of  knowing  what  the  Con- 
gress wanted.  It  was  not  in  his  makeup  to  lead 
elsewhere,  even  if  he  had  the  capacity  to  do  so. 
Meehan  proceeded  on  his  own  way,  therefore, 
the  way  that  met  with  the  approval  of  Senator 
Pearce. 

Want  lists  were  prepared,  largely  on  the  basis 
of  earlier  catalogs.  They  filled  hundreds  of  pages 
and  gave  testimony  to  Meehan’s  diligence  and 
habits  of  business. The  preparation  of  these 
lists  represented  a departure  from  former  prac- 
tices in  a sense,  because  the  bibliographical 
direction  of  the  Library,  formerly  the  province  of 
the  Library  Committee,  had  been  placed  in  the 
hands  of  the  Librarian.  This,  at  least,  seemed 
to  be  the  burden  of  a resolution  that  came  out 
of  the  Library  Committee  on  March  3,  1853."^ 
That  Meehan  was  not  thirsting  for  this  power  is 
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evident  in  a letter  written  to  Pearce  in  which  the 
Librarian  remarked  that  the  resolution  did  not 
offer  “a  single  advantage  over  the  mode  we  were 
pursuing  to  restore  the  Library  . . . and  to  im- 
prove it.”  Meehan,  stepping  back  gingerly  from 
any  notion  that  his  role  in  the  acquisition  of 
books  was  to  be  expanded,  assured  Pearce  that 
since  the  resolution  did  not  specify  that  the 
Librarian  was  to  exercise  judgment  in  determin- 
ing which  proposals  and  offers  should  actually  be 


Interior  of  the  Library  Room  in  the  Capitol,  restored 
‘‘in  the  most  elegant  manner^’  following  the  disastrous 
fire  of  December  24,  1851.  LC—USZ62—1818 
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accepted,  then  “the  power  to  make  that  decision 
rests,  as  it  did  before  the  resolution  was  adopted, 
with  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee.” 

Another  interesting  feature  of  this  resolution 
related  to  the  matter  of  making  the  want  lists 
generally  available  in  order  to  stimulate  com- 
petition. Meehan  was  quick  to  alert  Rich 
Brothers  and  suggested  that,  in  his  view,  the  i;e- 
solution  was  provoked  by  “many  of  our  book- 
sellers, who  complain  that  the  patronage  is  sent 
abroad  without  giving  them  an  opportunity  for 
competition.”  In  closing,  Meehan  confided,  “The 
Chairman  told  me  to  say  to  you  that  the  resolu- 
tion will  be  rescinded  next  winter.” 

By  the  autumn  of  1853  Meehan  was  able  to 
tell  Pearce,  whose  ill  health  frequently  kept  him 
away  from  Washington,  that  during  the  upcom- 
ing session  of  Congress  many  of  the  Library’s 
shelves  would  be  bare,  but  before  the  close  of  that 
session  they  would  “present  a very  different  ap- 
pearance.” He  went  so  far  as  to  predict  that  “the 
Library  will  be  much  richer  than  it  was  the  day 
before  the  fire.”  Pearce  was  pleased  with  this 
news  and  used  the  occasion  for  a bit  of  self- 
congratulation.  He  had,  he  told  Meehan,  “taken 
a good  deal  of  responsibility  in  authorizing  so 
many  purchases,”  but  trusted  that  he  should  “not 
only  be  sustained  but  commended  for  filling  the 
shelves  without  being  restrained  by  the  absurd 
resolution  of  the  Cmee.” 

The  Pearce-Meehan  relationship,  although 
formal  because  both  men  were  aware  of  the 
line  of  authority  between  them,  was  nevertheless 
often  as  cordial  as  it  was  effective.  In  a long  and 
otherwise  uncharacteristic  letter  written  in  No- 
vember 1853,  at  a time  when  the  Library  was 
standing  in  readiness  for  inspection  by  the  legis- 
lators arriving  for  the  first  session  of  the  33d  Con- 
gress, Meehan  expressed  the  hope  that  Pearce 
would  consent  to  remain  as  chairman  of  the 
Library  Committee  until  the  Library  was  fully 
replenished  and  other  projects  completed.  Mee- 
han believed  that  “no  man  in  Congress  could 
so  well  discharge  those  duties”  as  Pearce.  He  had 
the  “entire  confidence  of  Congress”  and  even 
though  the  labors  performed  by  the  chairman 
were  sometimes  “oppressive  and  vexatious”  they 
were  “rendered  tolerable”  by  the  gratification  he 
conferred  on  everybody  in  discharging  them.'® 
Whether  influenced  by  Meehan  or  not,  Pearce 
continued  as  chairman  of  the  Library  Committee 


A view  of  the  west  front  of  the  Capitol  from  Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue,  about  1857.  The  Library  of  Congress 
occupied  the  space  behind  the  pillars,  at  the  center  of 
the  west  front.  LC—USA7—5044 


until  the  day  he  died. 

As  a result  of  the  special  appropriations  of 
1852,  totaling  $85,000,  and  annual  appropria- 
tions of  $5,000  thereafter,  the  Library  continued 
its  rapid  growth  in  the  years  after  the  fire.  Sep- 
arate annual  appropriations  of  $2,000  contrib- 
uted to  the  steady  growth  of  the  Law  Library. 
Life  in  the  Library  at  this  time  was  sketched  by 
Meehan  in  response  to  a letter  from  a Canadian 
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librarian.  The  Library  of  Congress,  he  wrote, 
had  a staff  of  five  employed  the  year  round.  The 
Library  was  open  every  day  when  Congress  was 
in  session,  and  three  days  a week  during  recesses. 
It  was  a circulating  library  for  the  President, 
Vice-President,  Senators  and  Representatives, 
heads  of  executive  departments,  judges  of  the  Su- 
preme Court,  the  resident  diplomatic  corps,  and 
some  few  officers  of  the  government  to  whom 


special  use  had  been  granted.  According  to  Mee- 
han the  duties  of  the  persons  employed  in  the 
Library  were  “so  various  and  frequently  con- 
tingent” that  it  would  have  been  almost  impos- 
sible to  designate  them.  “It  may  suffice  to  say,” 
he  added,  “that  they  are  never  unemployed.” 
Dr.  Joseph  G.  Cogswell,  librarian  of  the  Astor 
Library,  New  York  City,  who  visited  the  Librai'y 
of  Congress  in  October  1855,  was  very  much 
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pleased  with  it  and  pronounced  it  “the  first,  in 
quality,  in  the  United  States.”  He  also  considered 
it  “the  foundation  of  the  greatest  Library  in  the 
world.” 

By  early  1856  Rich  Brothers  was  told  that  the 
shelves  in  the  new  Library  were  already  over- 
flowing and  that  orders  would  be  more  limited  in 
the  future,  although  as  liberal  as  they  had  been 
before  the  fire.®^  In  April  Meehan  announced  to 
Senator  Pearce  that  the  losses  had  been  entirely 
made  good,  in  many  instances  with  better  edi- 
tions, and  in  every  case  “with  more  elegant  and 
better  bindings.”  At  least  36,000  volumes  had 
been  purchased  and  at  a cost  “very  far  below  the 
prices  given  for  the  lost  books.”  Within  the 
limits  that  those  responsible  had  set  for  them- 
selves, the  Library  had  been  restored.  The  Li- 
brary Committee,  meeting  on  July  26,  expressed 
its  gratitude  for  the  exertions  of  Rich  Brothers 
and  in  a generous  mood  decided  that  the  firm’s 
old  commission  of  10  percent  should  be  allowed 
on  all  future  purchases.  The  firm’s  “patriotic 
and  prompt  oflfer”  to  reduce  its  compensation 
after  the  fire  and  the  “assiduous  and  masterly” 
attention  given  to  the  Library’s  orders  had  not 
been  forgotten.®^ 

If  Alexandre  Vattemare  (1796-1864)  had 
been  able  to  win  the  confidence  of  Librarian 
Meehan,  as  well  as  that  of  various  chairmen  of 
the  Joint  Committee,  to  the  degree  that  the  Li- 
brary’s agents  in  London  had,  the  collections  of 
the  Library  of  Congress  might  have  been  of  a 
much  diflferent  character.  Vattemare,  a French 
citizen  of  noble  lineage,  a medical  man,  mimic, 
ventriloquist,  and  bibliophile,  had,  in  spite  of  all 
these  interests,  an  idee  fixe.  It  was  to  bring  about 
the  establishment  of  a system  of  international  ex- 
change whereby  duplicate  library  materials  in 
one  nation  would  be  made  available  to  libraries 
in  others.  He  had  achieved  a measure  of  success 
in  Europe  and,  with  the  encouragement  and 
backing  of  a number  of  prominent  Americans, 
had  traveled  to  Washington  in  1839.  Pie  found 
Congress  in  a receptive  mood  and  on  July  20, 
1840,  a joint  resolution  had  been  approved  au- 
thorizing Librarian  Meehan  to  “exchange  such 
duplicates  as  may  be  in  the  Library  for  other 
books  or  works.”  Authorization  was  also  given 
for  the  exchange  of  documents  and  provision 
made  for  the  printing  of  50  additional  copies  of 
those  printed  by  order  of  either  House  for  ex- 
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change  purposes  in  foreign  countries.®®  Mem- 
bership of  the  Library  Committee,  however,  un- 
deiAV'ent  frequent  changes  during  the  next  few 
years,  and  Meehan  was  not  one  to  step  forward 
and  lead.  It  is  also  likely  that  Meehan  had  devel- 
oped an  early  dislike  for  Vattemare.  Little  was 
done  to  implement  the  resolution  of  1840.  Vatte- 
mare returned  to  the  United  States  in  1848  and 
memorialized  Congress,  proposing  a more  ambi- 
tious scheme  involving  the  establishment  of  a 
central  agency  in  Paris  with  subordinate  agen- 
cies elsewhere  in  Europe  and  the  United  States. 
He  also  called  for  the  forwarding  of  50  copies 
of  congressional  documents  to  Paris  and  urged 
that  the  Librarian  be  “directed”  rather  than  “au- 
thorized” to  carry  out  the  purposes  of  congres- 
sional resolutions  bearing  on  exchange  matters. 
Legislative  acts  and  committee  resolutions  of  1848 
implemented  much  of  Vattemare’s  plan  and  over 
the  next  few  years  the  program  of  international 
exchange  began  to  show  some  results. 

Vattemare,  the  French  man  of  the  world,  and 
Meehan,  the  provincial  American,  were  sep- 
arated by  more  than  miles.  Meehan,  however, 
had  the  advantage  of  being  much  closer  to  the 
Library  Committee.  In  the  autumn  of  1848,  after 
Vattemare’s  return  to  France,  Meehan  com- 
plained to  Chairman  Pearce  that  he  was  being 
pressed  for  the  duplicates  in  the  Library.  Yet  the 
Library  had  “very  few  duplicates  ...  so  consid- 
ered,” and  Vattemare  did  not  seem  to  under- 
stand that  books  could  not  be  delivered  to  him 
without  an  order  from  the  Library  Committee. 
The  requirement  that  the  Library  house  the 
books  and  documents  ordered  for  exchange  was 
also  onerous.  In  Meehan’s  view  all  the  room 
available  in  the  Library  “was  required  for  books 
entered  in  its  Catalogue.”  ®®  In  1850  he  com- 
plained to  Pearce  about  the  quality  and  com- 
pleteness of  the  materials  sent  by  Vattemare  from 
France.  In  the  case  of  printed  documents,  it 
would  cost  more  to  have  them  bound  in  the 
United  States  than  if  they  had  been  both  pur- 
chased and  bound  in  France.®^  Charles  C.  Jewett 
of  the  Smithsonian  Library  and  other  bookmen 
and  scholars  were  also  becoming  disenchanted. 
Whatever  the  reasons,  Vattemare’s  grand  plans 
for  international  exchange  were  not  working  and 
on  June  15,  1853,  the  law  providing  for  these 

exchanges  was  repealed.®® 

Meehan,  who  was  called  upon  to  inform 
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Vattemare  that  the  law  under  which  he  had  been 
appointed  agent  of  the  Library  Committee  had 
been  rescinded,  undoubtedly  found  his  assign- 
ment congenial.  He  pointed  out  that  the  com- 
mittee had  been  “greatly  disappointed”  in  not 
receiving  complete  copies  of  official  documents  of 
the  French  government,  or  from  any  other  gov- 
ernment, through  Vattemare’s  agency.  Those 
which  had  been  sent  were  imperfect  as  collec- 
tions, “done  up  in  pamphlet  style  merely,”  and 
seemed  to  have  been  selected  by  Vattemare  him- 
self, rather  than  to  have  been  intended  by  the 
government  of  France  as  a continuation  of  the 
carefully  prepared  volumes  that  had  formerly 
come  to  the  Library  through  Mr.  Pageot,  minister 
plenipotentiary  of  France.  Meehan  added  that, 
under  the  circumstances,  France  might  consider 
it  “undignified”  to  hold  “national  intercourse 
except  through  recognized  officers  of  the  Gov- 
ernment.” 

Failing  to  comprehend  that  he  had  been  cut 
loose,  or  choosing  to  ignore  the  fact,  Vattemare 
continued  to  forward  books  to  the  Library  from 
time  to  time,  thereby  bringing  further  criticism 
upon  himself.  Meehan  found  that  the  latest 
boxes  from  France  contained  “a  number  of  worn 
out  old  books  . . . evidently  the  refuse  of  a French 
library.”  Furthermore,  he  had  learned  that 
French  library  officials  considered  Vattemare  “a 
charlatan,  and  could  not  allow  him  to  be  their 
agent.”  Redoubtable  and  audacious  as  ever, 
Vattemare  sent  a final  case  of  books  to  the 
Library  in  1858.  Meehan  curtly  reminded  him 
that  his  services  had  been  terminated  “so  far  back 
as  the  year  1852.”  The  case  would  remain  un- 
opened and  he  would  be  expected  to  reclaim  it 
and  pay  all  expenses.®^  Thus  ended,  inelegantly 
and  ignobly,  the  first  organized  attempt  at  inter- 
national exchange.  Distribution  of  public  docu- 
ments was  transferred  to  the  Department  of 
Interior  in  1857  and  the  exchange  of  public  docu- 
ments with  foreign  countries  to  the  Department 
of  State. 

Cataloging  activities  before  the  fire,  as  has  been 
seen,  were  limited  in  scope  and  the  catalogs 
cumbersome  to  use.  Beginning  in  March  1853  an 
effort  was  made  to  change  this  when  Congress 
appropriated  $3,000  in  support  of  a plan  designed 
and  widely  publicized  by  Charles  C.  Jewett, 
librarian  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution.  Jewett, 
who  has  been  characterized  as  being  as  full  of 


energy  as  one  of  Joseph  Henry’s  electromagnets, 
had  published  an  address  on  “A  Plan  for 
Stereotyping  Catalogues  by  Separate  Titles.  . . .” 
The  plan,  although  emanating  from  the  Smith- 
sonian, was  to  be  applied  to  books  in  the  Library 
of  Congress.  The  catalog  would  be  compiled  and 
printed  under  the  superintendence  of  Professor 
Jewett,  and  the  stereotype  blocks  prepared  for 
titles  would  be  preserved  at  the  Smithsonian  for 
future  use.  Once  the  initial  cataloging  effort  was 
completed  it  was  envisioned  that  annual  addi- 
tions could  be  readily  accounted  for  and  a com- 
plete annual  catalog  issued,  rather  than  mere 
supplements.  The  beginning  of  cooperative 
cataloging — in  effect,  central,  uniform  catalog- 
ing— was  also  understood  to  be  involved  in  this 
plan,  for  it  was  meant  to  take  account  eventually 
of  the  catalogs  of  other  libraries  in  the  United 
States.  Meehan  was  not  intimately  concerned  in 
the  plan  and  its  implementation.  It  had  been 
recognized  from  the  outset  that  the  small  staff  of 
the  Library  was  not  sufficient  even  for  the  regular 
work  that  it  was  expected  to  perform.®^  Meehan 
did,  however,  handle  some  of  the  contractual 
matters  that  had  to  be  arranged  between  Joseph 
Henry  and  the  Library  Committee  and  played  a 
role  in  hiring  assistants  for  Jewett.®^ 

Work  began  in  the  summer  of  1853  and  by  the 
end  of  the  year  6,000  volumes  had  been  cata- 
loged. Some  4,000  of  these  were  from  chapter  I of 
Thomas  Jefferson’s  classification  system  and 
these  were  stereotyped  and  printed  at  the  Smith- 
sonian in  1854.  The  greater  part  of  the  original 
appropriation  having  been  used  up,  Congress,  on 
May  31,  made  an  additional  $5,000  available. 
But  Jewett  and  his  plan  now  entered  upon  hard 
times.  Joseph  Henry,  with  whom  he  had  not  seen 
eye-to-eye  for  some  time,  especially  with  regard 
to  the  real  mission  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution, 
dismissed  him  in  July  1854.  The  program  for 
stereotyping  continued  for  a time  under  other 
direction,  but  eventually  faltered  and  came  to  a 
close.  Without  Jewett  on  hand  to  defend  it,  critics 
came  forward  and  spoke  out  against  his  catalog. 
Meehan  must  be  classed  among  them  for  he 
sent  on  to  Senator  Pearce,  with  a favorable  intro- 
duction, a report  on  Jewett’s  cataloging  system 
that  described  it  as  a scheme  “without  a single 
really  valuable  end  to  be  accomplished  even  if 
it  were  practicable.”  The  plan  was  “altogether 
visionary”  and  considerations  and  obstacles  not 
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apparent  when  taking  a general  view  arose  “at 
every  step  of  investigation.”  Moreover,  Jewett’s 
plan  “would  be  useless  as  a Catalogue  in  the 
Library  of  Congress.” 

Not  long  thereafter  work  on  it  ceased  altogeth- 
er, and  Meehan  chose  to  return  to  the  old  ways 
of  cataloging  that  he  and  his  associates  had  fol- 
lowed in  producing  the  general  catalogs  of  1831, 
1839,  and  1849.  The  resulting  printed  catalog  of 
1861  covered  the  accessions  of  the  Library  into 
1859.  As  an  inventory  of  the  collections  it  was 
adequate,  but  as  a means  of  extending  intellec- 
tual control  over  them  it  was  a failure.  Ainsworth 
Spofford,  in  illustrating  the  defects  of  this 
catalog,  and  the  ancient  system  of  classification 
upon  which  it  was  based,  called  attention  to  the 
fact  that  in  the  1,400-page  volume  the  titles  were 
distributed  “through  a series  of  179  distinct 
alphabets,  arranged  in  an  arbitrary  sequence, 
and  without  an  index.”  Few  readers  would  have 
the  leisure,  he  wrote,  and  “fewer  still  the  inclina- 
tion,” to  study  and  master  the  intricacies  of  such 
a system.®® 

Meehan,  who  had  survived  the  denunciations 
of  former  Librarian  Watterston  and  had  success- 
fully seen  Whig  administrations  come  and  go,  did 
have  his  position  threatened,  or  so  it  seemed,  at 
the  outset  of  the  Democratic  administration  of 
Franklin  Pierce.  On  May  20,  1853,  Meehan  wrote 
to  his  ally  Senator  Pearce  to  tell  him  he  had  seen 
a nev/spaper  account  stating  that  Samuel  E. 
Goues  of  Portsmouth,  N.H.,  had  been  appointed 
Librarian  by  President  Pierce.  Unable  to  deter- 
mine whether  this  announcement  was  “founded 
on  fact,  or  a mere  rumor,”  Meehan  thought  it 
proper  to  bring  the  matter  to  the  chairman’s 
notice.®®  Pearce  advised  him  to  seek  the  support 
of  Jefferson  Davis,  who  had  been  a member  of 
the  Library  Committee  from  1847  to  1851  and 
was  now  secretary  of  war  in  President  Pierce’s 
cabinet.  Davis  let  it  be  known  that  there  was  no 
truth  in  the  report,  as  far  as  he  knew,  and  he 
believed  that  there  was  no  intention  to  make 
any  change  in  the  Library.®^ 

When  Buchanan  replaced  Pierce  in  1853, 
Meehan  must  have  felt  threatened  once  more,  for 
he  wrote  to  various  members  of  the  Library  Com- 
mittee about  his  appointment.  Among  the  favor- 
able replies  he  received  was  that  from  Lewis 
Cass,  one  of  the  most  omnivorous  readers  in  Con- 
gress, who  expressed  himself  as  having  every  rea- 


son to  be  satisfied  with  the  manner  in  which 
Meehan  executed  his  duties.  Cass  had  never 
heard  a single  complaint  against  his  “official 
course”  and  trusted  that  the  Library  would  not 
lose  the  benefit  of  his  services.®®  And  for  the 
time  being  it  did  not. 

The  lives  of  Senator  James  Alfred  Pearce  and 
John  Silva  Meehan  had  been  linked  for  years 
through  their  association  with  the  Library  of 
Congress.  Their  orimns  and  stations  in  life  were 
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far  different,  but  their  like-mindedness  with  re- 
spect to  the  Library  made  it  easy  for  them  to  work 
together  harmoniously  and,  by  their  lights,  to 
good  effect.  With  the  election  of  Abraham  Lin- 
coln in  November  of  1860,  and  the  onset  of  the 
secession  crisis,  their  quiet,  untroubled  world  be- 
gan to  break  up.  Pearce  had  been  a Whig  through 
most  of  his  political  career,  but  in  1856,  v/ith  that 
party  on  the  point  of  dissolution  in  Maryland,  he 
became  a member  of  the  National  Democratic 
party,  believing  it  to  be  the  “only  conservative 
National  Party  in  the  country,”  and  favored  the 
election  of  James  Buchanan.  The  election  of  1860 
now  put  Pearce,  and  Maryland,  in  a difficult 
position.  The  state  was  generally  pro-Southern, 
and  secession  was  not  entirely  out  of  the  ques- 
tion. Yet,  because  of  their  geographical  position, 
most  Marylanders  hoped  that  the  Union  would 
persist  and  that  armed  conflict  could  be  avoided. 
Pearce  was  a spokesman  for  this  point  of  view;  ®® 
yet,  as  his  biographer  has  indicated,  he  could  not 
give  a “bold,  clear  summons  to  support  the 
Union.”  ^®®  As  far  as  the  Library  of  Congress  was 
concerned  this  meant,  inevitably,  a diminution 
of  the  chairman’s  influence.  As  far  as  John 
Meehan  was  concerned,  it  meant  the  end  of  his 
long  career. 

In  addition  to  his  being  so  closely  identified 
with  Pearce,  Meehan  may  also  have  lost  favor 
as  a result  of  rumors  of  pro-Southern  sym- 
pathies.^®^ He  had  been  cautiously  nonpolitical 
throughout  his  public  life  and  had  his  record 
of  survival  to  prove  it.  A few  of  his  letters  to 
Pearce,  particularly  at  the  time  of  John  Brown’s 
raid  on  Harpers  Ferry,  do  reveal  a decided  lack 
of  sympathy  toward  the  insurrectionists.  But  he 
was  not  alone  in  feeling  that  John  Brown  and  his 
followers  were  “traitors”  or  “abolition  myrmi- 
dons,” nor  in  believing  that  the  excitement  caused 
by  the  raid  and  trials  would  not  subside  “until  the 
malefactors  [had]  been  executed.”  ^®^  What  might 
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have  been  more  to  the  point,  if  it  had  been 
brought  out  in  the  inflammatory  atmosphere  of 
the  times,  was  the  fact  that  there  was  a Con- 
federate at  the  very  bosom  of  the  Meehan  family ; 
but  there  is  no  indication  that  this  was 
known.  The  Librarian’s  first-born  child,  Susan, 
had  married  Sidney  Taylor,  who  eventually  be- 
came a colonel  in  the  Confederate  army.  In  the 
Meehan  Papers  there  is  a letter  from  Taylor  to  a 
brother  in  Washington,  written  on  April  23,  1861, 
a week  after  Lincoln’s  call  for  troops,  telling  of 
his  arrival  in  Virginia  from  Pennsylvania:  “I 
don’t  suppose  you  ever  knew  of,  read  of,  or  heard 
of  so  delighted  an  individual  as  I was  when  I 
found  myself,  and  my  dear  little  family,  on  a soil 
upon  which  we  could  express  our  sentiments,  and 
feel  that  we  were  among  friends.”  This,  how- 
ever, is  slight  evidence  of  any  wrongheadedness 
on  Meehan’s  part,  for  divisions  in  border  state 
families  were  commonplace.  The  decline  in 
Meehan’s  fortunes  may,  in  fact,  have  been  owing 
to  nothing  more  than  that  he  was  “a  very  ancient 
fossil,”  in  the  inelegant  words  of  35-year-old  Ains- 
worth SpofTord,  who  added:  “It  was  this,  more 
than  party  reasons,  which  induced  the  President 
to  make  the  change.” 

Senator  Pearce  had  realized  from  the  outset 
that  his  old  friend  was  in  danger  of  being  re- 
moved and  wrote  to  President  Lincoln  on 
March  8: 

I venture  to  address  you  in  regard  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  Librarian  to  Congress  whose  appointment  the 
Law  has  vested  in  you,  and  as  I shall  address  you  only 
on  this  subject  I trust  that  I shall  not  be  considered 
obtrusive.  I have  been  chairman  of  the  Library  Comee. 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate  for  fifteen  years  and  have 
had  therefore  a good  opportunity  to  judge  of  the  com- 
petency, fitness  and  merits  generally  of  the  Librarian 
and  of  his  assistants.  The  latter  are  appointed  by  the 
Librarian.  During  all  this  time  no  change  has  been 
made  in  these  appointments,  the  President  having  al- 
ways deferred  to  the  wishes  of  congress  and  neither 
House  having  desired  any  change.  The  present  officers 
understand  and  perform  all  their  duties  with  singular 
care  fidelity  and  ability.  They  know  the  Library  which 
now  contains  nearly  70,000  volumes,  can  refer  di- 
rectly to  any  desired  book  and  understand  the  char- 
acter of  the  collection  as  no  one  could  do  who  had  not 
been  long  engaged  in  their  duties — any  new  Librarian 
or  assistant  would  require  a considerable  time  to  learn 
what  these  officers  already  know  and  during  that  period 
congress  would  find  a new  appointment  the  reverse  of 
a reform.  They  are  not  politicians  but  men  of  books, 
devoted  to  this  specialty  and  singularly  well  qualified 
in  their  duties,  uniting  to  knowledge,  great  suavity  of 


manners  and  accuracy  of  habits.  I trust  that  they  may 
still  be  as  they  have  heretofore  been,  unaffected  by 
political  charges,  & safe  from  the  influence  of  political 
partisanship  which  has  heretofore  had  no  influence  in 
the  republic  of  letters.  With  the  expression  of  this  wish 
I beg  to  subscribe  myself 

with  great  respect. 

Yr.  OSt.  Jas.  Alfred  Pearce 

There  was  little  else  that  could  be  said.  Pearce 
did,  however,  get  the  support  of  the  other  two 
senatorial  members  of  the  Library  Committee 
and  might  have  been  encouraged  by  the  fact  that 
one  was  from  Maine  and  the  other  from  Ver- 
mont. William  Pitt  Fessenden  noted  his  full  en- 
dorsement and  approval  of  what  Pearce  had 
written,  and  the  taciturn  Vermonter  Jacob  Col- 
lamer  simply  wrote  “I  concur  in.”  There  is  no 
record  of  any  reply  having  been  made  to  this 
appeal.^®® 

In  the  meantime  Meehan  remained  at  his 
post,  advising  a New  York  bookseller  on  May  3 
that  business  was  being  conducted  as  usual  and 
confidently  assuring  him  that  the  “Government 
of  the  United  States  is  as  firm  now  as  it  ever  was, 
and  it  will  remain  so  throughout  the  present 
difficulties.”  A few  days  later  John  G.  Ste- 
phenson, an  Indiana  physician,  sat  down  to  urge 
his  claim  to  the  office  of  Librarian  of  Congress 
upon  the  President.  There  should  be  no  unneces- 
sary delay  in  making  this  appointment,  he  cau- 
tioned, in  order  that  the  new  incumbent  might 
so  “familiarize  himself  with  his  position  before 
the  meeting  of  Congress,  that  by  the  order  and 
energy  of  his  administration  of  its  affairs,  he 
[might]  bring  credit  to  himself  and  the  power 
that  appoints  him, — and  convince  protesting 
Senators  that  they  erred  in  their  protest  against  a 
change  in  that  office.”  Lincoln,  with  a myriad 
of  distractions  before  him,  reacted  by  asking 
Secretary  of  State  William  H.  Seward  on  May  23 
to  send  him  a commission  for  Stephenson  and 
on  May  24  Stephenson  wrote  his  letter  of  ac- 
ceptance.^®® Of  this  purelv  political  appointment 
it  has  been  said,  “Mr.  Lincoln  with  his  remark- 
able genius  for  understanding  men  was  not  in- 
frequently a miserable  failure  in  his  judgment 
of  a man.” 

Meehan  took  his  dismissal  calmly  and  without 
rancor.  He  advised  Edward  Allen,  a London 
bookseller,  that  his  duties  as  Librarian  would 

terminate  on  the  last  day  of  May  and  that  there 
could  not  be  the  least  doubt  that  Allen’s  official 
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relations  with  Stephenson  would  be  as  “satisfac- 
tory and  happy”  as  they  had  been  with  himd^^ 
If  anything,  he  was  even  more  nonchalant  with 
Pearce,  to  whom  he  wrote : “Mr,  John  G.  Steven- 
son [sic],  of  Indiana,  who  has  been  appointed  by 
the  President,  Librarian  of  Congress,  will  enter 
upon  the  duties  of  the  office  on  the  first  day  of 
June  next.”  The  rest  of  the  letter  dealt  only  with 
routine  business  matters. There  is  no  indica- 
tion that  Meehan  discussed  the  matter  with 
Pearce  again,  although  a year  later  the  chairman 
did  intercede  in  his  behalf  with  Salmon  P.  Chase 
when  Meehan,  who  was  “constrained  by  the 
augusta  res  domi  to  seek  employment,”  had 
hopes  of  getting  a clerkship  in  the  Treasury 
Department, 

Meehan’s  retirement  was  not  entirely  un- 
troubled. His  successor  discovered  much  in  the 
Library  with  which  he  readily  found  fault  and 
under  the  date  of  December  16,  1861,  prepared 
an  elaborate  “Report  of  the  Librarian  of  Con- 
gress to  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library,” 
The  manuscript  draft  of  this  report  is  not  in 
Stephenson’s  hand,  is  not  signed  by  him,  and  was 
probably  the  work  of  an  assistant,  perhaps  Spof- 
ford.  The  report  indicated  that  the  Library  had 
to  be  thoroughly  cleaned  and  almost  entirely 
rearranged,  found  that  in  many  instances  books 
were  “hidden  amid  rubbish  and  in  dark  out-of- 
the-way  corners,”  and  noted  that,  except  for  the 
law  chapters  (which  were  in  a “commendable 
state  of  cleanliness  and  order”),  the  entire  col- 
lection of  70,000  volumes  “was  in  a condition  of 
dirt  and  disorder  which  appeared  . . . equally  un- 
necessary and  disgraceful.”  Serious  gaps  existed 
in  the  collections  and  titles  on  1,000  books  had 
been  discovered  to  be  either  “grossly  mis-spelled, 
or  so  defective  as  to  furnish  no  clue  whatever  to 
the  true  contents  of  the  work.”  The  system  of 
classihcation  which  had  been  employed  in  the 
Library,  and  upon  which  the  catalog  was  based, 
was  also  defective  and  the  “dehciences  and  em- 
barrassments” of  this  system  were  “developed 
more  & more  by  daily  use  in  the  Library.”  A 
change  was  called  for  in  the  method  of  order- 
ing books,  since  the  commissions  paid  to  agents 
were  excessive,  and  several  removals  were  justi- 
fied because  of  the  incapacity  of  those  assistants 
for  their  piosts.^^'^ 

Pearce  had  learned  of  some  of  this  criticism 
beforehand,  but  he  was  in  very  poor  health,  pre- 


occupied by  the  events  of  the  war,  uneasy  over 
the  administration’s  course  in  Maryland,  and 
shaken  by  recent  personal  financial  losses.  He 
could  do  little  more  than  notify  his  fellow  com- 
mitteeman, Senator  Fessenden,  that  the  new 
Librarian  was  complaining  of  “disorder  and  neg- 
lect” in  the  Library,  which  Pearce  thought  was 
only  fancied.  If  there  was  anything  wrong  with 
the  Library,  it  was  the  inability  of  its  officers  to 
compel  members  to  return  all  the  books  they  had 
taken  out.  In  Pearce’s  opinion  too  much  authority 
was  being  assumed  by  the  Librarian  in  purchas- 
ing books  and,  furthermore,  he  had  taken  it  upon 
himself  to  purge  the  Library  of  some  ‘‘trash,” 
which  he  had  no  more  right  to  do  than  remove 
“the  best  book  in  the  collection.”  Pearce  admitted 
that  there  was  nothing  he  could  do  about  the 
assistants  that  had  been  released,  and  felt  that 
Fessenden  w^as  equally  powerless. 

Beyond  the  criticism  leveled  at  Meehan  im- 
mediately upon  the  conclusion  of  his  long  ad- 
ministration of  the  Library,  there  is  that  which 
followed  him  throughout  the  years  and  persists 
to  this  day.  It  is  based  on  the  broad  grounds  that 
Meehan  and  others  wffio  had  influence  and  au- 
thority in  Library  matters  were  willing  to  settle 
for  too  little.  The  history  of  the  Library  over 
the  period  1829-61  appears  to  be  a chronicle  of 
lost  opportunities,  opportunities  for  the  enhance- 
ment of  the  Library  collections  through  interna- 
tional and  domestic  exchanges,  through  the 
vigorous  observ'ance  of  copyright  provisions, 
through  timely  special  purchases,  and  by  many 
other  means  as  well.  Vision,  imagination,  and 
vigor  seemed  to  be  lacking,  particularly  in  mat- 
ters that  would  have  placed  the  Library  on  the 
road  to  becoming  a true  national  library.  And  it 
cannot  be  said  that  this  forw'ard-looking  concept 
of  the  Library  did  not  have  its  supporters  at  the 
time,  for  again  and  again  the  notion  was  articu- 
lated and  urged. 

Yet,  given  the  reality  of  the  situation,  it  is  not 
so  surprising  that  the  Library  remained  essen- 
tially a legislative  library,  that  is  to  say,  the  kind 
of  library  that  Congress  wanted.  The  apathy  of 
Congress  where  Library  affairs,  especially  appro- 
priations, were  concerned  and  its  frequent  mani- 
festations of  provincialism  and  sectionalism 
worked  against  the  growth  of  a national  institu- 
tion. The  conservative  outlook  of  Senator  Pearce, 
chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library, 
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and  the  measured  manner  in  which  he  controlled 
Library  affairs  also  inhibited  expansion.  If  a 
Charles  Coffin  Jewett  had  come  into  the  Library 
during  these  years  much  might  have  been 
achieved.  But  not  the  least  of  his  problems  would 
have  been  the  relationship  that  such  a man  would 
have  had  to  maintain  with  a Library  Committee 
whose  overall  membership  seemed  to  change 
almost  kaleidescopically  and  whose  dominant 
figure  in  the  later  years  was  the  proud,  formal, 
and  patrician  James  Alfred  Pearce.  The  tem- 
pestuous politics  of  the  period  presented  obstacles 
enough  to  survival  alone  and  would  surely  have 
rendered  difficult  the  task  of  anyone  determined 
on  shaping  a national  library.  Many  tragedies 
grew  out  of  those  times,  and  the  fact  that  the 
Library  did  not  become  all  that  it  might  have 
is  due  in  part  to  its  amiable  Librarian,  but  only 
in  part.^^® 

Pearce  and  Meehan  died  v/ithin  a few  months 
of  each  other.  Pearce  died  at  his  home  in  Chester- 


town,  December  20,  1862.  He  could  have  held 
positions  of  much  greater  power,  but  he  was  a 
self-effacing  man  who  left  his  mark,  in  the  words 
of  Librarian  Stephenson,  “ineffaceably”  upon  the 
Library.  He  had  also  been  its  “friend  and  guard- 
ian.” Meehan  died  suddenly,  of  apoplexy,  at 
his  residence  on  South  B Street,  Capitol  Hill,  at  4 
p.m.,  April  24,  1863.  An  obituary  mentioned  his 
years  of  service  in  the  Library,  and  its  composer 
must  have  known  Meehan  well,  for  he  wrote : 

He  was  remarkably  punctual  and  assiduous  in  his 
duties,  unobtrusive,  moral,  and  domestic  in  his  habits, 
and  of  sterling  integrity  as  a man.  He  died  suddenly, 
but  not  without  preparation;  and  he  leaves  to  his  fami- 
ly that  best  inheritance,  an  unsullied  name.^^® 

Benjamin  Brown  French,  in  his  diary,  bade  his 
friend  of  many  years  farewell  in  these  words,  “If 
ever  a pure  hearted,  honest,  upright,  honorable 
man  lived,  it  was  John  S.  Meehan.  He  lived  a 
cheerful,  happy  life,  and  died  without  apparent 
pain.  . . 
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^ William  Dawson  Johnston,  History  of  the  Library 
of  Congress,  1800—1864,  vol.  1 (Washington:  Govern- 
ment Printing  Office,  1904),  p.  213;  David  C.  Mearns, 
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1946  (Washington:  Government  Printing  Office,  1947), 
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tain of  the  exact  year  of  his  birth  and  indicated  on 
August  21,  1855,  on  an  application  for  bounty  land 
that  he  was  “about  57.”  Bounty  land  application,  RG 
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® “Supplement”  to  the  Columbian  Star,  n.d.,  but 
ca.  October  1824.  The  Luminary  expired  in  1825. 

® Columbian  Star,  Washington,  D.C.,  February  2, 
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1824. 
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John  Quincy  Adams,  Memoirs  of  John  Quincy 
Adams,  ed.  Charles  Francis  Adams,  12  vols.  (Philadel- 
phia: J.  B.  Lippincott  & Co.,  1876),  8:217.  Recounted 
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Elliot  in  which  Elliot  claimed  that  Eaton  stood  behind 
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improved  dress,  and  to  render  it,  as  to  its  mechanical 
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and  Indianapolis:  Bobbs-Merrill,  1944),  p.  328. 
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“ Memorandum,  May  20,  1826,  James  K.  Polk 
Papers,  LC.  Polk  subscribed  for  $100.  See  also  Charles 
G.  Sellers,  James  K.  Polk,  Jacksonian,  1795—1843, 
(Princeton:  Princeton  University  Press,  1957  ), 
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5 vols.  (Washington:  Library  of  Congress,  1952—59), 
1 :vii.  When  Meehan  was  informed  that  a flaw  discov- 
ered in  a chimney  flue  passing  by  the  wall  of  the  Library 
was  the  apparent  cause  of  the  fire,  he  wrote  “Laus 
Deo!”  in  his  diary.  Diary  of  J.  S.  Meehan,  Decem- 
ber 25,  1851,  Meehan  Papers. 

Johnston,  Library  of  Congress,  1800-1864,  pp. 
278-79. 

“Meehan  to  William  Easby,  December  26,  1851, 
Librarian’s  Letterbooks. 

“ Walter  to  Easby,  December  26,  1851,  in  Johnston, 
Library  of  Congress,  1800-1864,  pp.  280-81. 

Some  exceptions  to  Walter’s  explanation  are  re- 
corded in  Johnston,  Library  of  Congress,  1800-1864, 
pp.  281—84,  and  in  Mearns,  The  Story,  p.  62. 

This  letter  was  copied  by  Meehan  into  his  diary, 
January  2,  1852,  Meehan  Papers.  The  ellipses  are 
Meehan’s  but  he  commonly  used  these  marks  in  his 
diary  without  intending  to  indicate  omissions. 

Ibid.  Meehan  also  wrote  a long  letter  to  Pearce 
detailing  and  categorizing  the  losses  of  the  Library. 
Meehan  to  Pearce,  January  7,  1852,  Librarian’s  Let- 
terbooks. 

“Dairy  of  J.  S.  Meehan,  January  4,  1852,  Meehan 
Papers. 

Johnston,  Library  of  Congress,  1800—1864,  pp. 
285-87,  291—92,  and  309,  comments  on  these  appro- 
priations and  prints  some  of  the  pertinent  acts. 

“ Diary  of  J.  S.  Meehan,  March  3,  April  7,  August  7’, 
and  September  28,  1852,  Meehan  Papers. 

“Meehan  to  Pearce,  May  30,  1853,  Librarian’s  Let- 
terbooks. A formal  description  of  the  work  on  the 
Library  Room  is  contained  in  a letter  from  Walter  to 
William  Easby,  January  27,  1852,  in  Johnston,  Library 
of  Congress,  1800-1864,  pp.  288-91. 

Meehan  to  Pearce,  July  6,  1853,  Librarian’s  Let- 
terbooks. 

“ Quoted  in  Mearns,  The  Story,  p.  65. 

“Dairy  of  J.  S.  Meehan,  January  24,  1852, 

Meehan  Papers.  Meehan  had  also  copied  the  letter  from 
Rich  Brothers  into  his  diary  under  this  date. 

^°Cole,  “Ainsworth  Spofford,”  p.  27;  Johnston,  Li- 
brary of  Congress,  1800—1864,  p.  309;  and  Mearns,  The 
Story,  p.  66. 

Quoted  in  Johnston,  Library  of  Congress,  1800- 
1864,  pp.  302-6. 


Meehan  to  Pearce,  April  9,  1852,  Librarian’s  Let- 
terbooks. 

Want  List  Letterbook,  1853,  LC  Archives. 

‘^Johnston,  Library  of  Congress,  1800—1864,  p.  308, 
prints  the  resolution  and  comments  upon  it. 

Meehan  to  Pearce,  May  4,  1853,  Librarian’s  Let- 
terbooks. 

“Meehan  to  Rich  Brothers,  March  31,  1853,  Want 
List  Letterbook,  1853.  Meehan  had  always  been  partial 
to  Rich  Brothers.  On  March  24,  1852,  he  wrote  in  his 
diary  upon  the  receipt  of  four  large  boxes  of  books 
from  them:  “We  had  before  received  large  supplies 
from  Franck  Taylor,  bookseller,  our  Agent  in  this  city, 
and  from  Little  & Brown,  booksellers,  of  Boston;  but 
the  supplies  from  London  are  very  greatly  superior.” 

“Meehan  to  Pearce,  October  3,  1853,  Librarian’s 
Letterbooks. 

“Pearce  to  Meehan,  October  29,  1853,  Letters  Ad- 
dressed to  the  Library  of  Congress,  LC  Archives. 

“Meehan  to  Pearce,  November  2,  1853,  Librarian’s 
Letterbooks. 

“Meehan  to  W.  A.  Adamson,  December  18,  1852, 
Librarian’s  Letterbooks. 

Cogswell’s  visit  is  described  in  a letter  from  Meehan 
to  Pearce,  November  2,  1855,  Librarian’s  Letterbooks. 

“Meehan  to  Rich  Brothers,  February  28,  1856,  Li- 
brarian’s Letterbooks. 

“ Meehan  to  Pearce,  April  18,  1856,  Librarian’s  Let- 
terbooks. 

Meehan  to  Rich  Brothers,  July  25,  1856,  Libra- 
rian’s Letterbooks.  In  1857,  poor  health  made  it  neces- 
sary for  the  proprietor  to  leave  London  and  suspend 
business.  In  expressing  his  regret,  Meehan  spoke  of 
“the  friendly  bonds  that  have  so  long  united  your  house 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Library  of  Congress.”  Meehan 
to  Rich  Brothers,  March  16,  1857,  ibid. 

“Johnston,  Library  of  Congress,  1800—1864,  pp. 
256—57,  prints  the  resolution.  Mearns,  The  Story,  pp. 
49—56,  and  Cole,  “Ainsworth  Spofford,”  pp.  110—13, 
discuss  Vattemare  and  international  exchange. 

“ Meehan  to  Pearce,  September  25,  1848,  Librarian’s 
Letterbooks.  The  more  traditional  ways  of  acquiring 
books  appealed  to  Meehan.  In  his  diary  for  January  27, 
1846,  he  discusses,  for  example,  a proposition  made  by 
the  booksellers  of  Leipzig  “to  establish  a large  book- 
store in  New  York,  through  which  societies  and  in- 
dividuals in  this  country  may  be  supplied  with  the 
choicest  German  literature,  on  the  most  favorable 
terms.” 

^ Meehan  to  Pearce,  November  18,  1850,  Librarian’s 
Letterbooks. 

“ Cole,  “Ainsworth  Spofford,”  p.  113,  and  Johnston, 
Library  of  Congress,  1800-1864,  p.  264.  Vattemare, 
in  a letter  to  Pearce,  January  25,  1853,  Miscellaneous 
Accessions,  LC  Archives,  complained  that  he  had  re- 
ceived “not  a single  letter,  nor  one  book”  from  the 
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Library  of  Congress  in  over  a year.  All  his  efforts  to 
communicate  had  been  “without  result,”  and  all  his 
letters  “without  reply.” 

“Meehan  to  Vattemare,  June  16,  1853,  Librarian’s 
Letterbooks. 

“ Meehan  to  Pearce,  September  6,  1854,  Librarian’s 
Letterbooks. 

Meehan  to  Vattemare,  October  8,  1858,  Librarian’s 
Letterbooks. 

“ The  Jewett  plan  is  described  in  Johnston,  Library 
of  Congress,  1800—1864,  pp.  358-64.  Mearns,  The 
Story,  p.  101,  contains  an  assessment  of  Jewett. 

“ Meehan  to  Henry,  May  6,  1853;  Meehan  to  Jewett, 
May  18,  1853;  and  Meehan  to  Pearce,  September  14 
and  21,  1853.  All  from  Librarian’s  Letterbooks. 

^Meehan  to  Pearce,  April  2,  1855,  Librarian’s  Let- 
terbooks. Meehan  was  transmitting  a report  made  by 
Charles  M.  Hinman,  who  had  been  hired  by  Meehan 
to  work  on  the  stereotyping  of  the  catalog. 

“Quoted  in  Johnston,  Library  of  Congress,  1800— 
1864,  p.  364. 

“Meehan  to  Pearce,  May  20,  1853.  The  letterpress 
copy  is  in  a volume  of  LC  Want  Lists  for  1853,  LC 
Archives.  There  is  not  a copy  in  the  Librarian’s  Letter- 
books. 

^ Meehan  to  Pearce,  May  30,  1853,  Want  Lists  Let- 
terbooks, 1853. 

“Lewis  Cass  to  Meehan,  June  11,  1857,  Meehan 
Papers,  Meehan  to  [Pearce],  June  16,  1857,  Librarian’s 
Letterbooks. 

William  J.  Evitts,  A Matter  of  Allegiances,  Mary- 
land From  1850  to  1861  (Baltimore:  Johns  Hopkins 
University  Press,  1974),  pp.  154-55,  164,  168.  Bernard 
C.  Steiner,  “James  Alfred  Pearce,”  Maryland  Histori- 
cal Magazine  17  (March  1922)  :44. 

^“Steiner,  “James  Alfred  Pearce,”  Maryland  His- 
torical Magazine  19  (March  1924)  :28. 

Johnston,  Library  of  Congress,  1800-1864,  p. 
215;  and  Meams,  The  Story,  p.  70,  who  disputes  the 
charge. 

^“Meehan  to  Pearce,  October  17,  20,  and  27,  1859, 
Librarian’s  Letterbooks. 

Sidney  [Taylor]  to  Charlie  [Taylor],  April  23, 
1861,  Meehan  Papers. 

A.  R.  SpK>fTord  to  [Sarah  Spvofford],  August  5, 
1861,  Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford  Papers,  LC. 

’“Pearce  to  Lincoln,  March  8,  1861,  Abraham 
Lincoln  Papers,  LC. 

In  1864,  Collamer  told  Charles  Lanman,  who 
was  seeking  a position  in  the  Library,  “In  1861  I 
joined  with  Senators  Pearce  and  Fessenden  ...  in 


recommending  to  the  President  the  retention  of  Mr. 
Meehan  as  Librarian.  This  recommendation  was  not 
regarded  by  the  President  & I have  therefore  no  rea- 
son to  believe  my  recommendation  would  be  now 
regarded.”  Collamer  to  Lanman,  November  17,  1864, 
Charles  Lanman  Papers,  LC.  Lincoln  had  written  to 
Pearce  in  1851  in  behalf  of  a Mr.  Constable,  a native 
of  Maryland,  but  then  resident  in  Illinois,  who  wished 
to  receive  a judgeship  in  Oregon.  Constable  did  not 
receive  the  appointment.  In  his  letter  to  Pearce,  Lincoln 
had  felt  obliged  to  say,  “You  will  probably  not  remem- 
ber me;  and  therefore,  as  an  appology  for  addressing 
you,  I have  to  say  that  I had  an  introduction  to  you 
while  I was  a member  of  the  H.  R.  of  the  30th.  Con- 
gress.” Abraham  Lincoln,  The  Collected  Works  of 
Abraham  Lincoln,  ed.  Roy  P.  Easier,  9 vols.  (New 
Brunswick,  N.J. : Rutgers  University  Press,  1953), 
2:97. 

’"^Meehan  ot  Paul  Bossange,  May  3,  1861,  Librar- 
ian’s Letterbooks. 

’“Stephenson  to  Lincoln,  May  7,  1861,  Lincoln 
Papers. 

’'’’Abraham  Lincoln,  The  Collected  Works  of  Abra- 
ham Lincoln,  Supplement,  1832—1865,  ed.  Roy  P. 
Easier  (Westport,  Conn.:  Greenwood  Press,  1974),  p. 
71. 

Mearns,  The  Story,  p.  70. 

’’’Meehan  to  Allen,  May  28,  1861,  Librarian’s  Let- 
terbooks. 

’’^Meehan  to  Pearce,  May  28,  1861,  Librarian’s 
Letterbooks. 

Pearce  and  William  Pitt  Fessenden  to  Chase,  May 
24,  1862,  Salmon  P.  Chase  Papers,  LC. 

Manuscript  report  of  the  Librarian,  December 
16,  1861,  Miscellaneous  Accessions,  LC  Archives. 
Meams,  The  Story,  pp.  71-73,  discusses  this  report. 

Pearce  to  Fessenden,  September  25,  1861,  William 
Pitt  Fessenden  Papers,  LC. 

One  commentator,  describing  the  Library  as  it 
was  in  1864,  wrote:  “The  wonder  is,  not  that  the 
Library  of  Congress  was  so  small,  but  that  it  was  so 
large.  . . .”  Frederick  Ashley,  “Three  Eras  in  the 
Library  of  Congress,”  in  Essays  Offered  to  Herbert  Put- 
nam, ed.  William  W.  Bishop  and  Andrew  Keogh  (New 
Haven:  Yale  University  Press,  1929),  p.  60. 

’”  Manuscript  report  of  the  Librarian,  January  7, 
1863,  Miscellaneous  Accessions,  LC  Archives. 

”®  Obituary  from  unidentified  newspaper,  Meehan 
Papers. 

’’’Diary  of  B.  B.  French,  April  26,  1863,  B.  B. 
French  Papers,  LC. 


John  Gould  Stephenson 

Largely  Known  and  M.uch  Liked 


by  Constance  Carter 


The  November  12,  1883,  front-page  obituary  in 
the  Washington  Post  for  John  Gould  Stephenson, 
fifth  Librarian  of  Congress,  is  headlined,  “A  Well 
Known  Figure  Passes  Suddenly  Away.”  ^ The  no- 
tice states  that  Dr.  Stephenson,  a medical  exam- 
iner in  the  Pension  Office,  was  born  in  Illinois 
about  1825  and  had  had  a splendid  army  record, 
being  one  of  three  men  especially  recognized  for 
bravery  at  the  Battle  of  Gettysburg.  Mention  is 
also  made  of  his  appointment  to  the  post  of  Li- 
brarian of  Congress  by  President  Lincoln  and  of 
the  fact  that  he  was  “very  largely  known  and  much 
liked.  The  Evening  Star  for  the  same  date  reports 
the  sudden  death  at  the  age  of  58  of  medical  exam- 
iner Dr.  J.  G.  Stephenson  at  the  home  of  Gapt. 
Albert  Grant  and  gives  Stephenson’s  place  of  birth 
as  Illinois.^ 

In  actuality,  John  Gould  Stephenson  was  born 
in  Lancaster,  N.H.,  on  March  1,  1828,  the  fourth 
son  of  Reuben  Stephenson  and  Mary  King  Baker. 
Unpublished  records  in  the  Lancaster  Historical 
Society  (compiled  by  Henry  O.  Kent,  editor  of  the 
Cods  Re  publican  and  transcribed  by  Faith  Kent 
for  volume  2 of  the  History  of  Lancaster,  New 
Hampshire)  and  Early  Settlers  of  Lancaster,  New 
Hampshire  (compiled  by  Mrs.  J.  Wendell  Kimball 


in  1947  and  available  in  the  collections  of  the  New 
Hampshire  Historical  Society)  list  eight  children, 
five  boys  and  three  girls,  as  being  born  to  Reuben 
and  Mary  Stephenson. 

John  Gould  Stephenson’s  great-great-grand- 
parents  emigrated  from  England  and  settled  in 
Cohasset,  Mass.  His  great-grandfather  Gapt. 
Reuben  Stephenson  was  born  in  Cohasset  in  1727.^ 
Reuben’s  son  Bryant  married  Deborah  Turner  in 
Scituate,  Mass.,  February  1,  1784.^  Reuben,  the 
second  of  their  seven  children,  was  the  father  of 
John  Gould  Stephenson,  Librarian  of  Congress, 
1861-64. 

The  Bryant  Stephenson  family  left  Massachu- 
setts in  the  1790’s  and,  after  settling  briefly  in 
Lyme,  N.H.,  established  residence  in  Lancaster  in 
1799. 


Dr.  John  G.  Stephenson,  fif^h  Librarian  of  Congress. 
Photographic  portrait  by  L.  C.  Handy  Studios.  Prints 
and  Photographs  Division.  LC—USZ62— 57283 


Constance  Carter  is  head  of  the  Reference  Section, 
Science  and  Technology  Division. 
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John  Gould  Stephenson 

The  Stephenson  family  was  active  in  Lancaster 
town  and  county  affairs.  John  G.  Stephenson’s 
grandfather  was  town  moderator  in  1803  and 
served  as  town  clerk  from  1808  to  1809.  His  fa- 
ther, a merchant,  served  three  terms  as  county 
coroner,  four  terms  as  selectman,  and  four  terms 
as  deputy  sheriff  and  officiated  as  high  sheriff  from 
1849  to  1855.  His  civic  responsibilities  also  in- 
cluded the  offices  of  constable  and  fire  warden. 
John’s  younger  brother  Oliver  and  his  uncle  Ben- 
jamin Stephenson  also  served  as  county  coroners 
and  as  fire  wardens.  His  uncle  Turner  Stephenson 
served  as  town  clerk  in  1828  and  as  judge  of  pro- 
bate court  from  1855  to  1865.®  An  early  map  de- 
picting Lancaster  Village  in  1828  in  Somers’  His- 
tory of  Lancaster,  New  Hampshire  (Concord, 
N.H.:  Rumford  Press,  1899)  shows  the  location 
of  Reuben  Stephenson’s  store.  John’s  brother 
Bryant  made  trips  to  Boston  and  Portland  once  or 
twice  a year  to  buy  goods  for  their  father’s  dry 
goods  and  variety  store.® 

James  Brackett,  in  his  Historical  Sketch  of  Lan- 
caster, New  Hampshire,  noted  that  the  town’s 
merchants  had  always  been  among  its  leading  cit- 
izens.' Reuben  Stephenson  was  one  of  the  nine 
incorporators  of  Lancaster  Academy,  chartered  by 
a special  act  of  the  legislature,  December  24,  1828. 
The  academy  opened  its  first  term  in  “the  old  fiat- 
roofed  court  house  on  the  corner  of  Bridge  and 
Main  Streets,  with  a recent  graduate  of  Dartmouth 
College  as  preceptor.”  ® Most  of  its  early  record 
books  were  burned,  but  a program  reprinted  in 
Somers’  History  .lists  both  John  and  Oliver 
Stephenson  as  principals  in  a program  held  at  the 
academy  on  Tuesday  evening,  November  26,  1844. 
John  played  the  part  of  Fontrailles  in  Richelieu 
and  the  part  of  Frank  Webber  in  College  Lifed 

J.  G.  Stephenson  continued  his  education  at 
Dartmouth  Medical  School  and  at  Gastleton 
Medical  College.  Frederick  C.  Waite’s  The  First 
Adedical  College  in  Vermont,  Castleton,  1818- 
1862,  lists  a Joseph  G.  Stevenson  as  a member  of 
its  fall  1849  graduating  class. In  a letter  dated 
September  29,  1881,  addressed  to  S.  J.  Kirkwood, 
secretary  of  the  interior,  Stephenson  verifies  the 
fact  that  he  attended  Lancaster  Academy  as  well 
as  the  Medical  Department  of  Dartmouth  College 
and  was  awarded  his  doctorate  in  medicine  on  No- 
vember 23,  1849,  from  Castleton  Medical  Col- 
lege.Turner  Stephenson,  John’s  uncle,  attended 


Dartmouth  College,  as  did  John’s  older  brother 
Reuben  Henry,  who  graduated  with  the  class  of 
1845.1® 

Nine  members  of  the  Stephenson  family  are 
noted  in  the  1850  census  of  Lancaster.  John  G.,  at 
age  22,  is  listed  as  a physician;  however,  it  is  not 
known  whether  he  actually  practiced  medicine  in 
Lancaster.  According  to  Brackett,  Lancaster  had 
three  physicians  in  1850.  Yet,  Somers  does  not 
mention  Stephenson  in  the  chapter  reviewing  the 
practice  of  medicine  in  Lancaster  in  the  1850’s. 

In  1858  John  G.  Stephenson  is  listed  in  the  first 
published  city  directory  for  Terre  Haute,  Ind. 
(p.  94).  It  is  highly  probable  that  Stephenson 
resided  in  that  city  during  the  decade  before  the 
Civil  War.  Stephenson  himself,  in  1861,  referred  to 
Vigo  County  as  the  place  “where  I have  lived 
and  . ’.  . practiced  physic  & surgery  for  ten  years.”  ^ 
The  1860  census  for  Indiana,  taken  July  2,  1860, 
cites  J.  G.  Stephenson,  32,  physician,  born  in  New 
Hampshire,  as  an  inhabitant  of  ward  1 in  Terre 
Haute. 

Stephenson’s  younger  brother  Oliver,  listed  in 
Lancaster,  N.H.,  in  the  1850  census  as  a farmer, 
appears  as  a surveyor  in  Marshall,  111.,  in  the  1860 
census.  The  Clark  Hotel,  in  which  Stephenson 
lived  during  the  10  years  he  was  in  Terre  Haute, 
provided  daily  four-horse  hack  service  to  Mar- 
shall.i® 

Because  of  its  location  on  the  Wabash  River  and 
the  Erie  Canal,  Terre  Haute  in  the  1850’s  and 
1860’s  was  a thriving  center  of  commerce  and  in 
need  of  lawyers,  physicians,  and  other  profes- 
sionals. We  have  no  documentation  to  account  for 
either  John  G.  Stephenson’s  migration  westward 
or  his  choice  of  Terre  Haute  as  the  community  in 
v/hich  to  practice  medicine.  We  do  know  that  his 
brothers  Charles,  Bryant,  Reuben,  and  Oliver  also 
left  New  Hampshire  and  sought  their  fortunes  in 
Arkansas,  Iowa,  Ohio,  and  Illinois,  respectively.^® 

Stephenson  became  interested  in  the  Republican 
party  in  its  beginnings  and  in  1858  was  an  “effi- 
cient speaker”  in  Lincoln’s  behalf  during  the  con- 
test with  Douglas.^'  He  was  one  of  Lincoln’s  ear- 
liest supporters  for  the  presidential  nomination 
at  the  Chicago  convention,^®  exerting  influence 
upon  the  Kentucky  delegation.^® 

A note  in  the  February  15,  1860,  Wabash  Ex- 
press indicated  that  Dr.  Stephenson  was  to  address 
the  Opposition  Club  at  its  next  meeting  on  Feb- 
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ruary  20.  A notice  entitled  “Let  the  Record  Be 
Changed”  in  the  February  22,  1860,  issue  of  the 
same  paper  called  attention  to  the  fact  that  “Dr. 
J.  G.  Stephenson  did  not  say  that  all  men  were 
created  free  and  equal.  He  held  just  what  the  writ- 
ers and  signers  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence 
held — namely,  ‘that  all  men  are  created  equal.’  ” 

An  article  in  the  June  6,  1860,  Wabash  Express 
reported  the  organization  of  the  Lincoln  Club  for 
the  purpose  of  advancing  the  interests  of  the  Re- 
publican party,  “promoting  the  election  of  the 
Hon.  Abraham  Lincoln  and  Hannibal  Hamlin  to 
the  offices  of  President  and  Vice-President  of  the 
United  States,  and  [declaring]  the  Chicago  Plat- 
form as  our  political  principles.”  Dr.  J.  G.  Stephen- 
son was  appointed  one  of  five  to  solicit  signers 
to  the  constitution  of  the  club  in  ward  1 of  Terre 
Haute. 

John  G.  Stephenson  of  Indiana  and  Gustave 
Koerner  of  Illinois  are  mentioned  by  Allen  Nevins 
in  The  Emergence  of  Lincoln  as  well-informed 
politicians  reporting  grassroots  feelings  about  the 
election  of  1860  and  on  Lincoln’s  chances  of  win- 
ning it.^’^  In  a letter  dated  March  25,  1860,  at 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  and  addressed  to  the  Hon.  Ly- 
man Trumbull,  Stephenson  writes: 

Sir — At  the  risk  of  trespassing  upon  your  patience,  I write 
again,  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  how  great  is  the  dan- 
ger Mr.  Seward  will  receive  the  nomination  of  the  Chi- 
cago Convention — If  my  intrusion  needs  excuse,  please  to 
remember  that  Mr.  Davis  misrepresents  this  district  in 
the  House  and  that  Indiana  is  not  represented  in  the 
Senate  and  there  be  some  of  us  who  were  engaged  in  the 
contest  in  Illinois  two  years  ago,  whose  interest  has  now 
diminished  in  that  direction — we  feel  the  importance 
of  putting  a man  like  Henry  S.  Lane  in  the  place  of 
Fitch  and  of  your  own  return  to  the  Senate  (if  the  people 
should  not  now  bid  you  “go  up  higher”)  yet  we  feel  that 
the  nomination  of  Seward  would  render  that  almost 
impossible.  Much  as  we  respect  Seward,  we  find  that 
fear  of  his  nomination  and  the  impossibility  of  his  car- 
rying Indiana  is  paralyzing  all  our  efforts — men  who  have 
the  means  refuse  to  subscribe  the  money  necessary  to  car- 
ry on  the  canvass,  alledging  it  to  be  useless  in  view  of  the 
probability  of  Mr.  Seward’s  nomination,  to  expend  money 
in  Indiana  until,  after  the  convention — and  in  the  mean- 
time, friends  of  . . . Douglas  are  gaining  strength  a part 
of  which  they  will  be  able  to  transfer  to  the  Charlestown 
nominee  if  it  should  not  be  Douglas.  With  Lincoln  or  al- 
most any  other  western  Republican  (except  Chase)  for 
our  Presidential  Candidate,  we  can  elect  our  State  ticket 
and  secure  a Republican  Senator  from  this  State — with 
Seward  this  is  impossible — and  it  is  much  to  be  feared 
that  the  same  condition  exists  in  Illinois — 

Is  there  any  way  in  which  we  can  get  rid,  in  any  degree, 


of  the  fear  of  his  nomination,  that  now  rests  like  a incubus 
upon  us?  The  valuable  time  between  this  and  the  sitting 
of  the  Convention,  our  opponents  are  able  to  improve  to 
better  advantage  than  we  can  do  for  reasons  above  stated. 

[Galusa  Aaron]  Grows  speech  and  the  vote  in  the  House 
on  the  “Homestead  Bill”  strengthens  us — Germany  is 
with  us  for  any  Republican  outside  of  Massachusetts 
(except  Bates)  and  Ireland  will  help  a little. 

If  your  time  will  permit  and  you  will  give  me  an  early 
reply  you  will  greatly  oblige.  Your  obt.  servt. 

John  G.  Stephenson 

P.S.  Letter  lately  received  from  Dr.  Payne  and  others, 
from  Illinois,  all  concur  in  the  opinion  that  “we  will  have 
a hard  road  to  travel  if  Chase  or  Seward  is  nominated” — 
I expect  to  be  in  Illinois  for  some  time  during  this 
canvass. 

JGS 

If  the  combination  attempted  by  a part  of  the  Ohio 
delegates,  succeeds  in  nominating  Judge  McLean,  ‘twill 
help  us  much  in  this  section,  but  not  so  much  as  would 
the  nomination  of  Lincoln.^^ 

In  another  letter  to  Trumbull,  dated  June  2, 
1860,  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  Stephenson  asks  for  “a 
copy  of  the  Report  of  the  Secr’y  of  the  Treasury 
made  Jan.  7-1 0th  1860,  on  expense  collection  re- 
venue— a copy  of  Trumbull’s  speech  at  Chicago, 
Aug.  7th  1858  with  the  political  record  of  S.  A. 
Douglass  [.^zc]  and  a copy  of  the  last  Appropria- 
tions bill.”  He  goes  on  to  say  that  “we  are  con- 
fident that  we  can  carry  Indiana  for  Lincoln,  but 
we  expect  a hard  fight.  I have  spent  some  weeks  in 
Illinois  this  summer  (in  Clark  and  Edgar  Coun- 
ties) the  enthusiasm  is  not  as  great  as  I ex- 
pected.” 

It  is  interesting  to  note  that  Reinhard  Luthin’s 
“Indiana  and  Lincoln’s  Rise  to  the  Presidency,” 
Charles  Roll’s  “Indiana’s  Part  in  the  Nomination 
of  Abraham  Lincoln  for  President  in  1860,” 
Charles  Zimmerman’s  “The  Origin  and  Rise  of  the 
Republican  Party  in  Indiana  from  1854  to 
1860,”  and  Russell  M.  Seeds’  History  of  the 
Republican  Party  of  Indiana  (Indianapolis:  The 
Indiana  History  Co.,  1899)  make  no  mention  of 
John  G.  Stephenson  as  having  had  a role  in  Indi- 
ana politics  or  the  formation  of  the  Republican 
party. 

We  must  assume,  nevertheless,  that  he  spent 
much  more  of  his  time  practicing  politics  than 
medicine.  While  his  business  card  as  physician  and 
surgeon  does  appear  in  the  Terre  Haute  Journal 
in  1851,  the  Terre  Haute  City  Directory  for  1858, 
and  the  Terre  Haute  Business  Directory  for  1858- 
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59,  his  name  is  not  given  in  the  T ransactions  of  the 
State  Medical  Society  of  Indiana  (Indianapolis: 
Elder  & Harkness,  1861 ) , listing  all  those  who  had 
been  members  of  the  society  since  its  organization. 
Nor  is  he  mentioned  in  G.  W.  H.  Kemper’s  Medical 
History  of  the  State  of  Indiana  (Chicago:  Ameri- 
can Medical  Association,  1911),  G.  N.  Combs’ 
Terre  Haute  Physicians  (unpublished),  or  H.  G. 
Bradsby’s  History  of  Vigo  County  (Chicago:  Nel- 
son, 1891),  although  the  chapter  “Medicine”  does 
list  physicians  of  the  1850’s.  The  latter  work  in- 
cludes the  names  of  four  doctors  who  in  1861 
signed  a letter  to  President  Lincoln  endorsing 
Stephenson  for  the  position  of  Librarian  of 
Congress.-' 

While  in  Terre  Haute,  Stephenson  was  also  ac- 
tive in  temperance  activities.  A note  in  the  Octo- 
ber 12,  1858,  issue  of  the  Terre-Haute  Daily  Union 
announcing  a meeting  of  the  “Terre-Haute  Divi- 
sion No.  94  Sons  of  Temperance”  is  signed  by 
J.  G.  Stephenson,  Patriarch. 

After  Lincoln’s  election,  Stephenson  decided  to 
use  his  political  connections  to  obtain  a pafronage 
position:  that  of  Librarian  of  Congress.  We  can 
only  speculate  as  to  his  reasons  for.  choosing  to 
leave  Terre  Haute  and  the  medical  profession.  By 
his  own  admission,  the  primary  factor  appears  to 
have  been  financial.^^ 

His  brother  Reuben  Henry  was  at  this  time 
librarian  of  the  Young  Men’s  Mercantile  Library 
in  Cincinnati  and  his  knowledge  of  the  Library  of 
Congress  may  have  influenced  John  to  seek  the 
position.  The  first  letter  in  his  campaign  to  become 
Librarian  is  dated  as  early  as  November  27,  1860, 
when  a supporter  wrote  Lincoln  that  “Dr.  Jno. 
G.  Stephenson  of  Terre  Haute  is  a candidate  of 
Librarian  of  Congress,  is  a true  Republican,  and 
will  make  a faithful  and  competent  officer  should 
he  receive  the  appointment,  and  I recommend  him 
to  your  favorable  consideration.” 

During  the  winter  of  1860  and  the  spring  of 
1861,  a number  of  individuals  wrote  to  Mr.  Lin- 
coln on  behalf  of  the  doctor.  In  representative  let- 
ters, Stephenson  is  described  as  “distinguished  for 
his  agreeable  manners,”  “an  earnest  and  per- 
severing laborer  in  the  cause  of  Republicanism,” 

“a  learned  and  urbane  gentleman,”  “a  Repub- 
lican of  the  working  kind,”  and  “well-fitted  by 
education,  congenial  tastes  and  experiences  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  the  position  for  which  he 


asks.”  Nine  physicians  and  one  dentist,  six  of 
whom  are  listed  in  the  1858  Terre  Haute  City  Di- 
rectory, wrote  in  support  of  Stephenson  declaring 
that  they  felt  him  to  be  “parcularly  fitted  for  the 

office  of  Librarian  of  Congress.” 

Joseph  W.  Calvert,  a delegate  to  the  Chicago 
convention  from  the  third  district  of  Kentucky, 
also  wrote  to  Lincoln  in  January  of  1861  to  urge 
the  appointment  of  Stephenson,  stating  that  in 
“April  last  his  influence  was  exerted,  to  the  extent 
of  his  ability  in  . . . setting  forth  your  claims  for 
the  nomination  in  Chicago,  and  making  plain  to 
the  delegation  of  our  state,  the  importance  of  your 
nomination.”  Senator  Henry  S.  Lane  of  In- 
diana assured  Lincoln  that  Stephenson’s  nomina- 
tion w^ould  be  more  than  acceptable.  “The  Dr.  is 
a gentleman  of  fine  education,  pleasing  manners 
and  of  superior  business  qualifications  & his 
character  for  honor  and  honesty  is  above  all  ques- 
tion. Llis  appointment  would  give  great  pleasure 
to  the  Republicans  of  his  neighborhood  and  to 
none  more  than  myself.” 

Stephenson  came  to  Washington  and  wrote  to 
President  Lincoln,  in  a letter  dated  May  7,  1861, 
urging  his  own  appointment.  At  the  outset,  he  di- 
rected Lincoln’s  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 

near  approach  of  a session  of  Congress  renders  it  expe- 
dient, that  the  question  of  a change  in  the  office  of 
“Librarian  in  the  Library  of  Congress”  should  be  consid- 
ered without  necessary  delay; — so  that  the  new  incum- 
bent of  that  office  (if  there  should  be  one)  may  so 
familiarize  himself  with  his  position  before  the  meeting 
of  Congress,  that  by  the  order  and  energy  of  his  ad- 
ministration of  its  affairs,  he  may  bring  credit  to  him- 
self and  the  power  that  appoints  him — and  convince  pro- 
testing Senators  that  they  erred  in  their  protest  against 
a change  in  that  office. 

He  then  advanced  his  own  claim,  stating  that 
his  qualifications  were  “ample”  and  that  he  had 
been  “amongst  the  earliest  advocates  in  Indiana 
of  your  nomination  to  the  Presidency  by  the  Re- 
publican Party”  and  “an  earnest  and  continuous 
laborer  in  the  Cause  that  triumphed  in  your  elec- 
tion.” Stephenson  further  pointed  out  that  nearly 
all  prominent  Republicans  in  Indiana,  including 
Senator  Lane,  Governor  Morton,  and  the  Hon. 
Caleb  B.  Smith,  had  endorsed  him. 

The  Hon.  Wm.  P.  Dole  will  be  able  to  inform  you  that 
I have  made  no  inconsiderable  sacrifice  of  time  and  busi-. 
ness  (and  of  means  to  the  full  extent  of  my  ability) 
whenever  and  wherever  the  friends  of  our  cause  have 
desired,  so  that  I am  now  in  a pecuniary  condition  that 
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will  greatly  be  relieved  by  your  granting  the  application 
that  is  made  in  my  behalf.^ 

In  a letter  to  Dr,  Davis,  dated  May  14,  1861, 
William  P.  Dole,  Lincoln’s  commissioner  of  Indian 
affairs,  writes: 

I have  just  left  Mr.  Lincoln.  I found  him  alone  this  eve- 
ning and  had  a good  old  fashioned  talk  as  I frequently 
have  and  always,  when  he  has  leisure  . . . Mr.  Lincoln 
is  very  kind  to  me  and  has  given  me  not  only  what  I 
have  asked  for  myself  but  so  far  nearly  anything  I have 
asked  for  my  friends  . . . and  promised  me  to  appoint  Dr. 
Stevenson  Congressional  Librarian  tomorrow.  You  know 
that  the  Dr.  is  not  heavy  mettal  but  he  has  worked  hard 
for  us  & is  poor  and  can  hand  down  books  to  M.  C.  as 
well  & as  gracefully  as  any  one  and  besides  he  is  a 
Wabash  man  and  I am  for  him.  You  know  I never  forget 
friends.'^^ 

It  is  not  known  how  many  rivals  Stephenson 
had  for  the  position  of  Librarian,  but  at  least  three 
individuals  wrote  to  President  Lincoln  advocating 
the  candidacy  of  Hezekiah  L.  Hosmer  of  Toledo.^^ 
Senator  James  A,  Pearce,  chairman  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Library,  wrote  to  Lincoln  on 
March  8,  1861,  recommending  the  retention  of 
John  Silva  Meehan  as  Librarian  of  Congress: 

I have  been  Chairman  of  the  Library  Committee  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate  for  fifteen  years  and  have  had  there- 
fore opportunity  to  judge  the  competing  fitness  and 
merits  generally  of  the  librarian  and  his  assistants.  The 
latter  are  appointed  by  the  Librarian.  During  all  that 
time  no  change  has  been  made  in  these  appointments, 
the  President  having  always  deferred  to  the  wishes  of 
Congress  and  neither  House  having  desired  any  change. 
The  present  officers  understand  and  perform  all  their 
present  duties  with  singular  care,  fidelity  and  ability. 
They  know  the  Library  which  now  contains  nearly  70,000 
volumes,  can  refer  ...  to  any  desired  books  and  under- 
stand the  character  of  the  collection  as  no  one  could 
do  who  had  not  been  long  engaged  in  these  duties — any 
new  librarian  or  assistant  would  require  a considerable 
time  to  learn  what  the  others  already  know.  . . . They 
are  not  politicians  but  men  of  books,  devoted  to  the 
specialty  and  singularly  well  qualified  in  their  duties, 
writing  and  knowledge,  great  security  of  manners  and 
accuracy  of  habits.  I trust  they  may  still  be  as  they  here- 
tofore have  been,  unaffected  by  political  changes,  & safe 
from  the  influence  of  political  partisanship  which  has 
heretofore  had  no  influence  in  the  republic  of  letters.  . . 

Senator  Pearce’s  sentiments  were  endorsed  by 
fellow  committee  members  William  Fessenden  of 
Maine  and  Jacob  Collamer  of  Vermont. Ste- 
phenson’s letter  to  Lincoln  of  May  7,  1861,  indi- 
cates that  he  is  aware  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 
the  Library’s  attitude  toward  the  appointment  of  a 
new  Librarian  of  Congress. 


Despite  the  reservations  of  these  Senators,  Pres- 
ident Lincoln  wrote  the  State  Department  for 
Stephenson’s  commission, and  his  appointment 
bears  the  date  of  May  24,  1861.'^®  His  name  was 
entered  on  the  payroll  as  Librarian  of  Congress  on 
June  1,  1861. 

Thus,  at  the  age  of  33,  John  Gould  Stephenson 
became  the  fifth  Librarian  of  Congress.  During 
his  first  summer  in  that  office  he  scrutinized  his 
subordinates  and  determined  that  a changing  of 
the  guard  was  in  order.  The  ensuing  transforma- 
tion in  the  staff  so  alarmed  Senator  Pearce,  chair- 
man of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library,  that 
on  September  23,  1861,  he  wrote  to  one  of  his 
committeemen : 

While  at  Bedford  the  Librarian  wrote  me  that  the  serv- 
ice of  the  Library  required  the  removal  of  all  assistants  & 
Robert  Kearin  (who  was  called  a messenger  though  in 
fact  an  assistant)  except  young  Meehan  in  the  Law 
Library.  This  letter  I reed,  only  about  5 Sept.  & soon 
after  I heard  of  the  removal  of  H.  & K.,  A.  was  next 
removed.  . . . The  Librarian  complains  of  disorder  & 
neglect  in  the  Library  which  I think  be  fancies.  If  there 
has  been  anything  wrong  it  has  been  because  the  officer’s 
have  been  unable  to  compell  members  to  return  all  the 
books  they  have  taken  out.  I think  L is  disposed  to  take 
too  much  authority  on  hand  in  the  purchase  of  books.  He 
has  no  right  to  purchase  any  book  without  the  order 
of  the  committee  or  chairman  wherein  how'ever  I learn 
he  has  sometimes  done.  . . .^ 

A letter  of  the  same  date  from  President  Lincoln 
to  Caleb  Smith  indicates  that  some  confusion  with 
regard  to  the  Library’s  present  staff  did  exist : “Has 
Dr.  Stephenson,  Congressional  Librarian,  re- 
signed? Is  there  any  vacancy  of  Assistant  Congres- 
sional Librarian?” 

Stephenson’s  1861  report  makes  note  of  the 
Joint  Committee’s  concern  over  his  clean  sweep: 

A due  respect  for  the  Committee  and  for  their  opinions  as 
expressed  in  their  communication  touching  the  subject 
of  removals  from  office  in  the  Library,  impels  the  Librar- 
ian to  state  that  the  reasons  for  the  several  removals  . . . 
was  his  conviction,  induced  by  several  months  of  trial 
and  observation,  as  well  as  by  the  facts  as  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  Library  already  recited,  of  their  incapacity 
for  their  several  posts.  No  alternative  was  left  him,  in 
carrying  out  the  reforms  he  had  determined  to  introduce 
in  the  Library,  but  to  select  new  and  more  competent 
assistants,  holding  himself  rigidly  responsible  for  their 
fitness  and  fidelity.  In  filling  the  vacancies  created  by 
those  removals,  he  deems  it  proper  to  state  that  he  has 
been  guided  neither  by  personal  nor  political  favoritism, 
but  has  sought  for  capacity  and  industry  alone  as  the  in- 
dispensible  qualifications  of  his  appointees.  Whether  he 
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has  siiceeded  in  securing  them,  time  and  practical  con- 
duct of  the  Library  will  determine. 

As  Stephenson  hoped,  time  has  indeed  shown 
that  at  least  one  of  his  changes  was  most  fortunate. 
Stephenson’s  choice  of  Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford 
as  his  first  assistant  has  been  called  his  single  great- 
est contribution  to  the  development  of  the  Library 
of  Congress.'^® 

Spofford,  a good  friend  of  Stephenson’s  brother 
Reuben  Henry  and  an  admirer  of  Lincoln,  was 
working  in  Washington  as  a war  correspondent  for 
the  Cincinnati  Daily  Commercial.  The  Librarian 
realized  that  Spofford,  a bibliophile,  could  provide 
the  expertise  he  himself  lacked,  and,  as  Spofford 
indicated  in  a letter,  the  two  men  understood  each 


The  War  Department  set  up  bakeries  in  the  basement 
of  the  Capitol  to  help  feed  the  troops  stationed  in  the 
area.  Smoke  from  the  ovens  deposited  soot  ‘^everywhere” 
throughout  the  Library.  Harper’s  Pictorial  History  of  the 
Civil  War  by  Alfred  H.  Guernsey  and  Henry  M. 
Alden,  vol.  1 [Chicago:  Star  Publishing  Co.,  1894). 
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Other  well.  Spofford  described  the  Librarian  as  a 
“thorough  good  fellow — liberal — high-minded — & 
active — but  with  no  special  knowledge  of  books — & 
having  to  put  up  with  most  of  the  former  assistant 
librarians,  he  called  me  to  his  aid  for  my  experience 
& bibliographic  knowledge.” 

Spofford,  in  the  same  letter,  describes  the 
Library  of  Congress  in  1862: 

The  Library  of  Congress  is  a collection  of  72,000  vols. 
embracing  all  departments  of  literature  & science,  & is 
the  only  national  Library  at  the  Capitol.  The  public  uses 
it  precisely  as  the  Astor  in  N.Y.  & members  of  Congress  & 
of  the  gov’t  only  draw  out  books.  The  Library  is  a mag- 
nificent room  in  the  central  front  of  the  Capitol  & a great 
resort.  The  Librarian  (who  is  appointed  directly  by  the 
President)  receives  $2160  salary.  There  are  three  asst. 
Librarians  ...  a messenger  . . . and  two  laborers.  . . . 
The  Law  Library  (which  is  kept  in  the  old  Supreme 
Court  Room)  is  under  the  charge  of  one  of  the  three 
assistant  librarians — who  has  been  many  years  in  that 
department.  The  two  remaining  assistants — whose  posi- 
tion is  equal  in  every  particular — have  charge  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  miscellaneous  Library,  under  the 
general  direction  of  the  Librarian.  Practically,  the  last 
amounts  to  little,  as  Dr.  S.  between  whom  & myself  there 
is  a thorough  good  understanding,  leaves  pretty  much  all 
to  my  management,  and  I have  actually  been  doing  the 
work  of  both  assistant  Librarians  ever  since  I have  been 
here  (6  months) — keeping  the  other  assistants  in  the 
Catalogue.  Now  for  the  duties  of  the  place.  They  are 
exceedingly  light — consisting  of  attendance  daily  from 
9 am  to  4 or  5 during  the  sittings  of  Congress — & 9 to  3 
in  the  vacations  which  are  usually  more  than  half  the 
year.  Under  no  circumstance  is  the  Library  open  after 
dark — the  room  being  iron-cased  & fire-proof,  without  gas 
fixtures.  The  labor  consists  of  becoming  familiar  with 
the  contents  & location  of  the  various  chapters  into 
which  books  are  arranged — supplying  the  calls  of  readers, 
occasionally  aiding  Members  of  Congress — writing  an 
occasional  letter — keeping  a few  simple  a/c’s,  & catalogu- 
ing the  new  purchases  as  they  come  in.  All  this  divided 
between  three  persons — besides  the  Librarian  & the  por- 
ters. The  annual  increase  in  the  collection  is  about  3000 
vols. — Congress  appropriates  every  year  $5,000,  & $2,000 
for  miscellaneous  Books.'’*’ 

Spofford  makes  no  mention  of  the  problems 
caused  from  the  bakeries  set  up  in  the  basement  of 
the  Capitol  by  the  War  Department  to  help  feed 
the  troops  stationed  in  the  area.  The  smoke  from 
the  ovens  deposited  soot  on  the  volumes  and 
tables  in  the  Library.  Dr.  Stephenson  vigorously 
protested  the  existence  of  the  bakeries  in  the  Capi- 
tol building: 

I am  pained  to  see  the  treasure  intrusted  to  my  care — a 
treasure  that  money  cannot  replace — receiving  great 
damage  from  the  smoke  and  soot  that  penetrate  every- 
where through  that  part  of  the  Capitol  which  is  under 


my  charge,  without  any  means  at  my  command  to 
prevent  it.  I am  now  satisfied  that  there  is  no  remedy, 
except  the  removal  of  the  circle  of  bakeries  that  hems 
us  in  and  those  directly  under  the  library."^ 

B.  B.  French,  commissioner  of  public  buildings, 
concurred  with  Stephenson  and  suggested  that  the 
War  Department  move  the  bakeries  to  the  Old 
Gas  House  just  west  of  the  Capitol.^”  The  Senate 
took  cognizance  of  the  nuisance,  and  Senator  Solo- 
mon Foot  requested  that  a previous  resolution  re- 
garding the  bakeries  be  reconsidered.®^  In  the 
House,  Representative  Charles  Russell  Train  tried 
to  convince  that  body  to  agree  to  the  removal  of 
the  bakeries  from  the  Capitol,  citing  the  fact  that 
it  was  impossible  to  heat  the  Library  of  Congress 
when  the  bakeries  were  in  operation  because  the 
military  had  built  a flue  into  the  flue  of  the  Library 
furnace. 

The  wheels  of  government  turned  slowly.  Nearly 
a year  passed  before  the  offending  ovens  were 
finally  removed  from  the  basement  of  the  Capitol 
late  in  October  of  1862,  and  then  only  after  the 
intervention  of  the  President  himself.®^ 

Shortly  after  the  episode  of  the  bakeries, 
Stephenson  urged  fireproof  rooms  for  the  Li- 
brary.®® And  soon  thereafter  the  announcement 
was  made  that  the  commissioner  of  public  build- 
ings had  recommended  an  enlargement  of  the 
Library  of  Congress.®® 

Only  two  reports  from  the  Librarian  to  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Library  during  the  Stephenson 
years  have  survived.  The  first  report  was  filed 
December  16,  1861,  less  than  six  months  after 
Stephenson  assumed  office.  While  the  1861  re- 
port appears  to  be  in  Stephenson’s  handwriting, 
it  was  not  signed.  David  Mearns  considered  it  to 
be  the  work  of  an  assistant.®^  John  Y.  Cole  be- 
lieves the  report  to  have  been  written  by  Ainsworth 
R.  Spofford. 

Reduced  to  its  essentials,  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress in  1861  consisted  of  four  rooms,  seven  people, 
and  70,000  books.  The  scarcity  of  extant  records 
makes  it  almost  impossible  to  tell  how  energetically 
Stephenson  entered  upon  the  duties  of  his  new  of- 
fice.®®  Much  of  the  correspondence  was  signed  by 
his  assistants,  Spofford  and  Edward  B.  Stelle.  We 
do  know  from  the  Library’s  letterbooks  and  from 
the  1861  annual  report  that  Stephenson  sent  med- 
als damaged  by  the  fire  of  1851  to  the  Smithsonian 
Institution  to  be  repaired,®^  that  he  reestablished 
communication  with  Edward  Allen,  the  Library’s 
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book  agent  in  London, and  that  he  closed  the  Li- 
brary from  September  9 to  October  1,  1861.^^  Ste- 
phenson’s report  of  1861  deplored  the  lack  of  mod- 
ern reference  \vorks,  the  inadequacy  of  the  news- 
paper file,  the  accumulation  of  duplicates,  the  large 
number  of  missing  volumes,  and  the  dirty  carpet. 
“That  no  Encyclopedia,  less  than  twenty  years  old, 
is  to  be  found  in  the  Library  of  Congress  is  matter 
of  constant  surprise  and  inconvenience  to  members 
and  others  seeking  the  latest  statistical  and  scien- 
tific information,”  Stephenson  noted.  Another  im- 
pediment was  the  lack  of  a complete  file  of  some 
American  newspaper  “furnishing  a full,  current 
history  of  the  times  for  the  last  twenty  years.” 

Material  available  in  the  National  American 
Woman  Suffrage  Association  Archives  and  Ste- 
phenson’s 1861  report  to  the  Joint  Committee  on 
the  Library  indicate  that  Stephenson  had  staffing 
problems. 

Spofford,  with  reference  to  the  dismissal  of  As- 
sistant Librarian  George  Blackwell,  writes : 

The  week  which  has  elapsed  since  Dr.  Stephenson’s 
strange  & sudden  dismissal  of  George  has  only  confirmed 
my  feeling  expressed  to  you  in  my  last  hurried  note.  It  is 
so  far  as  I can  see  a most  unaccountable  freak,  absurd  or 
at  least  unreasonable  in  its  origin,  & unjust  in  its  conse- 
quences. As  George  will  have  fully  possessed  [?]  you  of 
the  ostensible  grounds  of  the  Dr.’s  displeasure,  I need 
not  recount  them.  How  much  to  attribute  to  his  own  real 
feelings  of  dissatisfaction,  & how  much  to  the  influence 
of  female  back-biting  I do  not  know.  But  the  act  of  dis- 
missal altho  he  admitted  it  to  be  hasty  & “perhaps”  un- 
just, evidence  a prejudice  in  his  mind  that  is  probably 
invincible.  . . . The  Doctor  has  shown  a weakness  of 
character  in  the  whole  matter  ...  he  has  shown  him- 
self to  me  in  a new  light.  I knew  that  he  was  a man  of 
strong  impulses — -somewhat  quick,  & prone  to  act  upon 
half  views — but  I have  never  before  (fortunately)  been 
compelled  to  see  & suffer  from  an  exhibition  of  his  prej- 
udices. He  has  left  me  so  free  to  act  in  all  things  after 
my  own  judgment,  & has  himself  been  so  prone  to  con- 
sult mine,  that  his  action  in  this  case  without  reference 
to  me  both  surprised  and  pained  me.®" 

Stephenson’s  report  to  the  Joint  Committee 
on  the  Library,  dated  January  7,  1863,  states  that 
the  Library  was  then  the  fourth  largest  in  the 
United  States  and  contained  79,214  volumes.  He 
calculated  that  the  Library’s  holdings  would  in- 
crease at  a rate  of  six  or  seven  thousand  volumes 
per  year.  To  improve  the  transfer  of  books  “to  and 
from  the  houses  of  members,”  he  asked  for  author- 
ity to  “employ  an  additional  messenger  and  to  keep 
a horse  and  wagon  for  the  purpose.” 

Many  of  the  volumes  reported  as  missing  dur- 


ing the  last  session  had  been  recovered,  but  Ste- 
phenson was  convinced  that  some  would  never  be 
returned.  Every  effort  had  been  made  to  restrict 
the  loan  of  books  to  those  government  officials 
specifically  authorized  by  statute,  and  to  a con- 
siderable extent,  the  effort  had  been  successful. 
Nevertheless,  the  report  continues,  “some  books 
are  taken  from  the  Library  for  the  use  of  persons 
not  entitled  by  law  to  have  them.” 

On  a trial  basis,  Stephenson  had  sent  his  as- 
sistant Ainsworth  Spofford  to  New  York,  Phila- 
delphia, and  Boston  to  purchase  books  for  the  col- 
lections. The  average  cost  of  books  purchased  by 
the  Library  Committee’s  agent  since  December 
1860  had  been,  including  binding,  $3.25  per  vol- 
ume. Mr.  Spofford’s  journey  proved  successful. 
The  Library  could  now  purchase  books,  including 
the  cost  of  binding  and  transportation,  at  $1.70 
per  volume,  a substantial  savings. 

Cleanliness,  organization,  and  efficiency  were 
attributes  held  in  high  regard  by  Stephenson;  it  is 
not  surprising  therefore  that  he  noted  in  the  report : 

It  is  with  some  degree  of  pride  that  I ask  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  present  cleanliness  and  order  of 
the  Library — to  the  ability,  energy  and  fidelity  of  its 
subordinate  officers — and  to  the  promptness  with  which 
the  wants  of  members  of  Congress  are  supplied — and 
that  I express  my  confident  expectation  of  giving  the 
management  of  this  library  an  efficiency  not  surpassed 
anywhere. 

James  Alfred  Pearce,  chairman  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Library  for  17  years,  had  died 
on  December  20,  1862.  Dr.  Stephenson  quite  ap- 
propriately concluded  his  report  with  a tribute: 

The  records  of  the  Committee  and  the  history  of  the 
Library  declare  him  to  have  been  the  friend  and  guard- 
ian of  this  library.  He  has  selected  all  or  nearly  all  the 
books  that  have  been  ordered  since  the  fire,  has  ever 
manifested  a jealous  care  for  its  safety,  and  has  had  more 
than  any  man  the  control  and  direction  of  the  library, 
for  which  his  high  literary  attainments  well  fitted  him. 
He  has  left  his  mark  on  the  Library  ineffaceably.  The 
elegant  courtesy  of  his  manners  and  the  kindness  of  his 
feeling  made  his  presence  in  the  Library  always  a pleas- 
ure to  everyone  employed  there.  By  his  death  the  in- 
terests of  the  Library  have  lost  their  best  advocate, 
and  the  officers  have  lost  a valued  friend  and  counsellor. 

During  the  Civil  War  period,  when  so  many 
individuals  from  Indiana  were  stationed  in  Wash- 
ington, the  Indianapolis  Journal  ran  a series  of 
articles  describing  the  city  and  its  Hoosier  inhabi- 
tants. Among  these  is  a description  of  the  Librarian 
and  the  Library  of  Congress  in  1863. 
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The  Congressional  Library  is  now  an  interesting  insti- 
tution to  a Hoosier,  as  the  Librarian,  Colonel  J.  G. 
Stephenson,  is  a Hoosier,  formerly  of  Terre  Haute,  and 
the  principal  assistant  is  Mr.  Spofford,  formerly  of  the 
Cincinnati  Commercial,  who  was  made  by  nature  for  a 
librarian.  Mr.  Stephenson  has  completely  broken  up  the 
“old  fogy”  crust  which  had  hardened  and  thickened 
over  the  Library  during  the  twenty  or  thirty  years  of  the 
administration  of  his  predecessor.  It  is  a moving  thing 
now,  with  a spirit  and  aim  which  in  a very  few  years 
will  make  it  the  best  library  in  the  nation.  He  has  se- 
lected his  assistants  with  a merciless  disregard  of  all 
considerations  but  fitness,  and  has  thus  obtained  the 
means  to  add  to  the  Library  greatly  while  administer- 
ing it  satisfactorily.  Mr.  Spofford,  who  knows  the  size, 
dress,  appearance  and  contents  of  more  books  than  any 
twenty  of  the  usual  class  of  erudite  men,  is  always  watch- 
ing for  available  purchases,  in  Europe  and  at  home,  and 
has  already  secured  several,  of  which  there  are  but  one 
or  two  duplicates  at  all  on  this  side  of  the  Atlantic. 

The  Library  contains  now  82,875  volumes,  exclusive  of 
duplicates,  public  documents,  and  everything  but  those 
works  which  are  usually  meant  in  speaking  of  a library, 
and  the  Law  Library  contains  over  18,000  volumes,  ar- 
ranged as  conveniently  as  the  confined  quarters  assigned 
them  in  the  building  will  admit,  in  a number  of  small 
rooms  and  passages  adjacent  to  the  main  hall,  and  in 
the  main  hall  of  the  library,  but  no  arrangement  can 
show  them  to  advantage  without  light  and  more  conven- 
ient space.  . . . 

Mr.  Stephenson  is  working  his  way  as  rapidly  as  pos- 
sible to  complete  a convenient  arrangement  of  all  the 
unplaced  books,  and  a general  re-arrangement  and  en- 
largement of  the  Library,  and  when  he  succeeds,  as  he 
surely  will,  there  will  be  few  better  in  the  country.®^ 

As  the  article  implies,  Stephenson  apparently 
left  most  of  the  duties  of  the  Library  to  his  compe- 
tent assistant  Spofford.  War  raged  around  the 
capital,  and  Stephenson,  the  doctor,  undoubtedly 


felt  that  his  own  skills  could  be  put  to  better  use  in 
the  hospitals  and  on  the  battlefields. 

On  September  23,  1861,  in  one  of  his  last  dis- 
patches to  the  Commercial,  Spofford  noted  Ste- 
phenson’s rciedical  assistance  to  the  members  of 
the  1 19th  Indiana  Regiment : 

There  is  a scarcity  of  surgeons  in  the  army,  and  some 
are  graciously  volunteering  ...  to  attend  the  numer- 
ous cases  of  illness  in  the  army  and  in  hospitals.  The 
119th  Indiana  Regiment  is  the  one  which  has  suffered 
the  most  hitherto  from  chills  and  fever  . . . Dr.  J.  G. 
Stephenson,  late  of  Terre-Haute,  has  generously  de- 
voted a large  share  of  his  time  to  these  sufferers,  a tem- 
porary hospital  for  whom  has  been  established  in  the 
Patent  Office.®^ 

Margaret  Leech,  in  her  Reveille  in  Washington, 
1860-1865 , describes  the  Patent  Office  Plospital 
in  1862 : 

Since  the  preceding  year,  the  Patent  Office  had  been 
used  as  a hospital.  One  thousand  more  beds  were  placed 
on  the  second  floor  and  on  the  gallery  which  ran  around 
the  lofty  hall.  At  night,  in  the  glare  of  the  gaslight,  it 
was  a curious  scene.  Like  some  new  exhibit  of  ghastli- 
ness, waxy  faces  lay  in  rows  between  the  shining  glass 
cabinets,  filled  with  curiosities,  foreign  presents  and  mod- 
els of  inventions.  The  nurses’  heels  clicked  on  the  mar- 
ble floor,  and  over  all  lay  the  heavy  smell  of  putrefaction 
and  death.®® 

A young  soldier,  wounded  at  Gainesville,  Va., 
August  28,  1862,  and  a patient  of  Dr.  Stephen- 

Army  of  the  Potomac  on  the  march  to  Chancellorsville, 
passing  along  the  north  hank  of  the  Rappahannock  on 
the  way  to  Kelly  Ford,  April  30,  1863.  Pencil  drawing 
by  E.  Forbes.  Prints  and  Photographs  Division. 
LC-USZ62-542 
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son’s,  wrote  a short  note  from  Washington,  D.C., 
to  his  parents  on  September  11,  1862  : 

I will  now  try  and  write  you  a few  lines.  You  must  not 
expect  much.  . . . My  wound  is  getting  along  finely  so 
Dr.  Stephenson  says.  It  is  still  quite  painful  and  still 
continuous  running.  I find  my  expenses  are  going  to  be 
a great  deal  more  than  I thought.  I have  to  pay  for 
washing  the  sheets  ...  I have  nothing  more  to  say  now. 
Give  my  love  to  al 

Affectionately  yours, 
T.  H.  Benton 

A letter  to  Mr.  Benton’s  father  from  an  army 
nurse,  Mary  Roche,  to  whose  home  Benton  had 
been  taken,  reports  the  young  sergeant’s  death : 

Your  son  appeared  to  improve,  had  good  appetite  and 
was  very  cheerful.  On  Thursday  evening  Doctor  Stephen- 
son said  he  was  threatened  with  the  inflammation  of  the 
lungs  from  the  exposure  on  the  Battlefield.  Friday  he 
seemed  a little  better.  On  Saturday  I began  to  feel  a little 
more  anxious  and  the  Doc  staid  the  most  of  the  day 
with  him  . . . Doctor  Stephenson  dressed  his  wounds 
three  and  four  times  a day  [and]  was  with  him  from 
Saturday  afternoon  until  he  died  at  half-past-one  on 
Sunday  noon  . . . Doct.  Stephenson  after  hs  death 
opened  his  purse  and  found  $20.  He  paid  me  $10  . . . 
his  bed  had  to  be  changed  twice  a day  . . . the  Doctor 
paid  for  all  his  medicine.  . . .®' 

In  addition  to  tending  the  Civil  War  wounded 
and  “giving  to  the  management  of  the  Library  an 
efficiency  not  surpassed  anywhere,”  Stephenson 
found  time  to  write  to  Gov.  Oliver  Morton 
on  behalf  of  Captain  Brasher  of  the  14th  Regi- 
ment Indiana  Volunteers,  who  was  wounded  by  a 
musket  shot  at  the  Battle  of  Antietam: 

I have  know  Capt.  Brasher  for  ten  years  and  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  his  past  character  and  habits 
and  his  distinguished  gallantry  and  discretion  in  this  war 
entitle  him  to  consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  Execu- 
tive of  our  State. 

It  is  probable  that  the  governor  heeded  Stephen- 
son’s request,  for  he  served  as  a member  of  the 
governor’s  military  staff  with  the  rank  of  colonel. 
The  Report  of  the  Adjutant  General  of  the  State 
of  Indiana,  1861-1865  lists  Jno.  D.  Stephenson  as 
a special  aide-de-camp  with  assignment  to  the  re- 
lief soldiers  of  the  Army  of  the  Potomac.'® 

The  unpublished  notes  in  the  Lancaster  Histori- 
cal Society  corroborate  the  fact  that  Stephenson 
was  active  in  politics  in  Indiana  and  Illinois,  that 
he  served  on  the  staff  of  Governor  Morton  with 
the  rank  of  colonel,  and  that  he  carried  important 
dispatches  to  the  commanding  officer  of  the  Army 
of  the  Potomac  before  the  Battle  of  Gettysburg. 


Stephenson,  in  his  resume,  states: 

I never  enlisted,  and  never  was  commissioned  in  the  mili- 
tary service  of  the  United  States,  but  during  a part  of 
1861  served  as  acting  naval  surgeon  of  the  19th  Ind. 
Vols.  and  in  1863  serv'ed  with  the  Army  of  the  Potomac 
as  a volunteer  aid  de  camp  with  my  Militia  rank  of 
Colonel,  participating  in  the  battles  of  Fitzhugh  Cross- 
ing, Chancellorsville,  and  Gettysburg."^ 

The  part  he  played  in  the  first  two  battles  is  not 
known,  although  notes  in  the  Lancaster  Historical 
Society’s  collections  indicate  that  he  was  “en- 
trusted with  important  dispatches”  on  more  than 
one  occasion.  The  society’s  material  includes  the 
fact  that  “Stephenson  was  one  of  three  persons 
recommended  by  General  Doubleday  for  bravery 
and  promotion.”  Maj.  Gen.  Abner  Doubleday, 
commanding  the  Third  Division,  First  Army 
Corps,  stated  in  his  report:  “Colonel  Stephenson, 
Librarian  of  Congress,  acted  as  a volunteer  aide  to 
General  Meredith.  He  exposed  himself  freely  on 
all  occasions,  and  rendered  many  valuable  serv- 
ices.” That  Stephenson  had  been  in  the  thick  of 
the  fighting  during  the  Battle  of  Gettysburg  may 
be  presumed  from  the  fact  that  the  First  Brigade  of 
the  First  Division,  commanded  by  General  Mere- 
dith, suffered  1,153  casualties. 

In  The  Iron  Brigade  at  Gettysburg,  William 
Dudley  writes,  “Special  mention  is  made  of  the 
gallant  service  of  Capt.  J.  D.  Wood,  A.A.G.,  and 
Col.  J.  G.  Stephenson,  a volunteer  aid,  and  Lieut. 
Samuel  Meredith,  A.D.C.,  all  of  whom  rendered 
brilliant  and  effective  services  throughout  the 
day.” 

Brio;.  Gen.  Solomon  Aieredith  wrote  President 
Lincoln  on  behalf  of  Colonel  Stephenson  within  a 
week  of  the  Battle  of  Gettysburg : 

To  his  Excellency 

Abraham  Lincoln 
President  of  the  U.S. 

Sir: 

This  will  be  presented  by  Col.  John  G.  Stephen- 
son, Congressional  Librarian,  who  has  been  serving 
on  my  Staff  as  Volunteer  Aid,  for  the  past  two 
months.  His  services  have  been  valuable  in  the  field 
and  his  desire  to  do  all  in  his  power  for  his  coun- 
try in  this  her  hour  of  need  is  great. 

If  there  is  any  position  you  could  give  him  where 
he  could  render  service  in  the  field  it  would  be 
worthily  bestowed. 

I am  Sir 

Very  Respectfully 
Your  Obt  Svt. 

S.  Meredith 
Brig.  Gen’l."' 
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It  is  interesting  to  note  that  John  G.  Stephen- 
son’s name  does  not  appear  in  the  dehnitive  work 
chronicling  the  medical  history  of  the  Civil  War, 
Abner  Doubleday’s  own  major  book  on  Gettys- 
burg, or  Alan  Nolan’s  History  of  the  Iron  Brigade 
(New  York:  Macmillan,  1961 ) . 

On  December  22,  1864,  John  G.  Stephenson 
submitted  his  resignation  as  Librarian,  effective 
December  31,  and  Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford  was 
commissioned  as  of  this  date.'®  The  reasons  behind 
his  resignation  are  cloudy.  It  has  been  written  that 
Stephenson  was  a participant  in  “speculations 
created  by  the  War,”  ‘ ' but  no  details  have  been 
found,  except  for  a possible  connection  with  an  act 
of  1872  compensating  Edward  G.  Allen,  the  Li- 
brary’s London  agent,  for  the  sum  of  $1,480,  “of 
which  sum  he  was  unjustly  defrauded  by  the  con- 
duct of  the  Librarian  in  the  year  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  sixty-three.” 

The  Lancaster,  N.H.,  Historical  Society’s  records 
indicate  that  Stephenson  went  south  after  resign- 
ing the  position  of  Librarian.  There  is  also  a note  in 
the  society’s  files  that  his  assistant  Spofford  as- 
sumed the  office. 


In  a letter  dated  April  8,  1880,  addressed  to  the 
secretary  of  war  and  signed  by  A.  Grant,  the  in- 
dividual in  whose  home  John  G.  Stephenson  would 
later  die,  a statement  is  made  to  the  effect  that 
Stephenson  would  have  received  another  patron- 
age position  had  Lincoln  lived  but  a month  or  two 
longer ; 

My  dear  Sir: 

Dr.  Jno  G.  Stephenson,  whom  you  doubtless  recollect, 
desires  to  be  appointed  a clerk  in  the  office  of  the 
Surgeon  General. 

His  learning,  mature  years  and  business  experience 
eminently  well  qualify  him  for  the  place  he  seeks. 

His  services  to  the  soldiers  during  the  rebellion  (when 
he  was  Librarian  of  Congress)  and  his  unwavering  de- 
votion to  the  Repubican  party  since  its  first  organization, 
entitle  him  to  some  consideration.  If  Mr.  Lincoln  had 
lived  another  month,  Dr.  S.  would  have  been  amply 
provided  for. 

I shall  esteem  it  a personal  favor  if  you  will  give  him 
the  position  he  asks  for. 

Cemetery  Hill  previous  to  Pickett’s  charge  at  the  Battle  of 
Gettysburg,  July  3,  1863.  Drawing  by  A.  R.  Waud. 
Prints  and  Photographs  Division.  LC—USZ62—160 
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I will  take  the  liberty  of  calling  on  you  within  a few 
days/® 

We  can  only  assume,  given  the  contents  of  this 
letter,  that  Stephenson  had  been  engaged  in  some 
kind  of  activity  of  direct  benefit  to  the  Republican 
party  and  Mr.  Lincoln.  The  doctor  was  given  the 
position  he  wanted. 

Stephenson  states  in  a letter  dated  September  29, 
1881,  addressed  to  the  Hon.  S.  J.  Kirkwood,  secre- 
tary of  the  interior : “I  was  . . . Librarian  of  Con- 
gress from  June  1861  to  Jan.  1865,  when  I resigned 
that  office;  from  that  time  to  Sept.  1880,  was  em- 
ployed in  various  capacities  as  a clerk  not  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States;  was  a clerk  in  the 
Record  and  Pension  Division  of  the  Surgeon  Gen- 
eral Office  from  Sept.  1,  1880  to  March  30,  1881, 
when  I was  discharged — cause  not  stated.” 

Stephenson  gives  no  specific  information  as  to 
his  whereabouts  during  the  years  1865  to  1880. 
The  District  of  Columbia  census  for  1870  lists 
Stephenson  in  ward  4;  Boyd’s  Directory  of  Wash- 
ington, Georgetown,  and  Alexandria  for  1871  lists 
John  G.  Stephenson,  physician,  as  residing  at  306 
4/2  Street,  N.W.®’^  The  obituary  notice  for  his 
older  brother,  Reuben  Henry  Stephenson,  states 
that  Bryant,  John,  and  Oliver  were  all  living  “in 
the  far  west”  at  the  time  of  Reuben  Henry’s  death 
in  January  1881.®“ 

It  does  not  appear  that  Stephenson  was,  as  his 
obituary  notice  reads,  “very  largely  known.”  The 
Dictionary  of  American  Biography  does  not  men- 
tion him  among  the  Americans  who  achieved  fame. 
The  historical  societies  of  New  Hampshire,  In- 
diana, and  the  District  of  Columbia  contain  virtu- 
ally no  material  on  Stephenson,  either  as  a poli- 
tician, physician,  or  Librarian  of  Congress.  The 
Indiana  State  Library  has  one  reference  to  him  in 
its  card  file;  this  is  to  Johnston’s  one-page  resume 
of  the  Stephenson  years. The  Indiana  State  Ar- 
chives has  one  Stephenson  letter  in  its  Morton  Col- 
lection. The  Lancaster  Historical  Society  and  the 
National  Archives  have  but  meager  offerings. 
Books  on  life  in  Washington  during  the  Civil  War 
and  local,  county,  and  state  histories  of  the  places 
in  which  Stephenson  lived  and  worked  yield  almost 
no  information  about  him. 

Since  his  appointment  to  the  post  of  Librarian  of 
Congress  was  “one  of  the  minor  spoils  which  ac- 
crued to  the  Republican  Party  by  its  capture  of 
the  national  administration  in  the  election  of 


1860,”  it  seems  reasonable  to  assume  that  his 
name  would  appear  in  major,  or  at  least  regional, 
works  on  Republican  politics  before  the  election. 
Allan  Nevins’  reference  to  Stephenson  as  a “well- 
informed  politician,”  Stephenson’s  letter  of 
March  25,  1860,  to  Lyman  Trumbull,®®  and  the 
few  letters  to  Lincoln,  already  noted,  are  the  only 
evidence  we  have  that  Stephenson  was  actively 
engaged  in  partisan  politics.  Even  his  nephew, 
Nathaniel  Wright  Stephenson,  a Lincoln  scholar 
and  Civil  War  historian,  makes  no  mention  of  his 
uncle,  a Lincoln  appointee,  in  his  writings. 

While  he  may  not  have  been  “very  largely 
known,”  we  do  have  some  evidence  that  he  was 
“much  liked.”  A letter  from  W.  T.  Dennis,  appear- 
ing in  the  Quaker  City  T elegram,  reads : 

Our  Indiana  citizens  are  nobly  devoting  themselves  to  the 
work  of  mercy,  many  giving  their  whole  time  and  their 
means  as  far  as  they  are  able.  Dr.  John  G.  Stephenson, 
librarian  to  Congress,  has  devoted  his  whole  time  and 
his  fine  professional  skill  to  the  relief  not  only  of  our 
own  sick  and  wounded,  but  to  those  of  other  States.  As 
an  evidence  of  their  appreciation  of  his  services,  several 
wounded  officers  and  privates  of  New  York  regiments, 
whom  he  attended,  have  presented  him  with  a beautiful 
set  of  sleeve  buttons  and  shirt  studs  elegantly  set  with 
diamonds.®' 

Another  letter,  this  one  in  the  Indianapolis  Jour- 
nal, praises  Stephenson’s  courage  and  concern  at 
Gettysburg:  “Col.  Stephenson,  who  all  the  day 
had  been  serving  in  the  hottest  of  the  fight  as  aid  to 
Meredith,  relieved  a wounded  Colonel,  and  strove 
to  rally  his  regiment.”  ®® 

Records  in  the  National  Archives  show  that 
Stephenson  consulted  a physician  as  early  as  Au- 
gust 1883,  complaining  of  an  inability  to  sleep  for 
days  at  a time.  As  of  October  16,  1883,  he  was  too 
ill  to  continue  his  work  as  medical  examiner  in  the 
Pension  Office,  a position  he  had  held  since  July  of 
that  year.®®  The  Washington  Post  obituary  makes 
note  of  the  fact  that  “he  had  been  ailing  for  a 
month  and  on  Friday  called  Capt.  Grant,  who  in- 
vited him  to  stay  at  the  house  for  a day  or  two  until 
he  felt  better.  . . . his  death  was  so  unexpected  that 
Dr.  Bliss  preferred  an  autopsy  should  be  made, 
while  believing  it  resulted  from  heart  disease.” 

Resident  members  of  the  old  First  Army  Corps 
met  at  the  office  of  Colonel  Dudley  on  Novem- 
ber 13  and  passed  a resolution  expressing  their 
regret  at  the  death  of  Dr.  J.  G.  Stephenson,  who 
had  served  with  them  in  the  corps  during  the  war. 
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A committee  was  appointed  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  the  funeral,  which  took  place  in  the 
Metropolitan  Presbyterian  Church  on  Capitol  Hill, 
November  14,  1883.^^ 


John  Gould  Stephenson,  physician,  politician, 
and  Librarian  of  Congress  from  1861  to  1864,  lies 
buried  in  an  unmarked  grave  in  Washington’s 
Congressional  Cemetery. 
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Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford 

The  Valiant  and  Persistent 

Librarian  of  Congress 


by  John  Y.  Cole 

The  transformation  of  the  Library  of  Congress 
from  a legislative  library  into  an  institution  of 
national  significance  was,  in  large  measure,  the 
achievement  of  one  individual:  Ainsworth  Rand 
Spofford,  Librarian  of  Congress  from  1864  to 
1897.  From  the  day  he  started  work  at  the  Library, 
Spofford  assumed  that  it  was  the  national  library, 
and  he  spent  the  rest  of  his  life  making  that  con- 
viction a reality.  In  the  process,  he  provided  his 
successors  at  the  Library  of  Congress  with  the  com- 
prehensive collections  and  spacious  building  nec- 
essary for  the  development  of  a truly  modern 
American  national  library.^ 

Spofford’s  47-year  career  at  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress was  a step-by-step  progression  toward  his 
goal.  As  Assistant  Librarian  from  1861  to  1864, 
when  the  Library  of  Congress  was  a small  legisla- 
tive library  in  the  west  front  of  the  U.S.  Capitol, 
he  carefully  prepared  the  way  for  its  future 
growth.  Llis  appointment  as  Librarian  of  Congress 
by  President  Abraham  Lincoln  on  December  31, 
1864,  inaugurated  a six-year  period  of  unprece- 
dented expansion  that  resulted  not  only  in  the  Li- 
brary’s becoming  the  largest  library  in  the  United 
States  but  also  in  its  emerging  into  a position  of 
national  preeminence.  Spofford’s  most  important 


collection-building  achievement  was  the  centrali- 
zation of  all  U.S.  copyright  activities  at  the  Library 
of  Congress,  which  brought  into  the  Library  two 
copies  of  each  copyrighted  book,  pamphlet,  map, 
photograph,  print,  and  piece  of  music.  Moreover, 
the  1870  copyright  law  eventually  made  a separate 
building  a necessity,  even  though  it  took  26  years 
of  pleading  and  planning  by  Spofford  before  it 
was  completed.  That  Italian  Renaissance  struc- 
ture, located  across  the  east  plaza  from  the  Capitol, 
is  truly  the  capstone  of  Spofford’s  effort,  for  its 
monumental  nature  permanently  ensured  the  Li- 
brary’s national  role.  On  July  1,  1897,  four  months 
before  the  new  building  was  opened,  the  72-year- 
old  Librarian  willingly  stepped  down  to  assume 
the  duties  of  Chief  Assistant  Librarian.  He  served 
in  that  post  until  his  death  in  1908. 

Ainsworth  Spofford  was  a self-educated,  old- 
fashioned  bookman  whose  personal  and  profession- 

Spofford  posed  for  this  photograph  in  1849,  shortly  after 
he  had  helped  organize  the  Literary  Club  of  Cincinnati. 
Courtesy  of  the  Literary  Club  of  Cincinnati. 


John  Y.  Cole  is  chairman  of  the  Librarian’s  Task 
Force  on  Goals,  Organization,  and  Planning. 
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al  interests  were  inseparable.  His  reputation  as  a 
reliable  source  of  information  for  both  official  and 
unofficial  Washington  made  him  a well-known  fig- 
ure in  the  nation’s  capital  for  nearly  half  a century 
and  greatly  enhanced  his  national  library  eflforts. 
Industrious  and  fair-minded,  he  was  respected  by 
all,  even  though  his  fonnal  and  somewhat  abstract 
manner  was  not  always  understood  or  appreciated. 
To  the  dismay  of  many,  he  was  also  an  exceedingly 
stubborn  individual.  SpofFord’s  successes,  however, 
can  be  attributed  to  the  same  single-mindedness 
that  occasionally  disturbed  his  contemporaries.  He 
never  lost  sight  of  his  principal  purpose — the  trans- 
formation of  the  Library  of  Congress  into  the 
American  national  library — and  he  was  a shrewd 
politician  and  propagandizer  in  the  pursuit  of  that 
goal. 

Spofford  was  a prolific  essayist,  editor,  and  com- 
piler; in  truth,  almost  a compulsive  popularizer 
of  knowledge.  Since  he  felt  that  a librarian  should 
be  an  educator,  the  primary  purpose  of  his  many 
compilations  was  to  select  and  summarize  what  he 
considered  to  be  the  best  or  most  useful  informa- 
tion, whether  it  be  statistical  facts  or  literary  es- 
says. His  annual  American  Almanac  and  Treasury 
of  Facts,  Statistical,  Financial,  and  Political  (12 
vols. ; New  York  and  Washington : American  News 
Company,  1878-89)  is  one  example.  Other  typical, 
multivolume  compilations  which  he  edited  include 
The  Library  of  Choice  Literature  (8  vols.;  Phila- 
delphia: Gebbie  & Co.,  1882;  2d  ed.,  10  vols., 
1888)  and  The  Library  of  Historic  Characters 
and  Famous  Events  of  All  Nations  and  All  Ages 
( 10  vols. ; Philadelphia:  F.  Finley  & Go.,  1894-95) . 
In  the  last  decades  of  the  19th  century  Spofford 
became  so  well  known  as  a compiler  and  official 
source  that  in  1900  his  principal  publisher,  Gebbie 
& Co.  of  Philadelphia,  promoted  a standard  Rand 
McNally  atlas  under  the  title  Spofford’s  Cabinet 
Cyclopaedia  Atlas  of  the  Worldd 

Throughout  his  life,  Spofford  actively  partici- 
pated m local  cultural  societies.  In  1849,  as  a young 
man,  he  was  the  principal  organizer  of  the  Literary 
Club  of  Cincinnati,  which  is  still  in  existence.  In 
later  years  he  called  his  12  years  of  membership  in 
the  Literary  Club  “the  most  valuable  part  of  my 
education.  ^ In  the  capital,  he  frequently  pre- 
sented papers  before  the  Washington  Literary 
Society  and  played  a major  role  in  the  founding 
of  four  important  organizations : the  Columbia 


Historical  Society  and  the  District  of  Columbia 
Library  Association  in  1894,  the  Public  Library  of 
the  District  of  Columbia  in  1896,  and  the  library 
school  at  Columbian  College  (now  the  George 
Washington  University)  in  1897.  He  was  a prin- 
cipal officer  in  the  literary,  historical,  and  library 
associations,  a member  of  the  board  of  trustees  of 
the  public  library,  and  the  director  of  the  library 
school. 

Spofford’s  personal  interests  were  perhaps  most 
accurately  described  in  the  formidable  title  of  his 
only  full-length  monograph:  A Book  for  All  Read- 
ers, Designed  as  an  Aid  to  the  Collection,  Use,  and 
Preservation  of  Books,  and  the  Formation  of  Public 
and  Private  Libraries  (New  York  and  London: 
G.  P.  Putnam’s  Sons,  1900) . Although  A Book  for 
All  Readers  is  a relatively  complete — and  surpris- 
ingly entertaining — compendium  of  Spofford’s 
lectures  and  thoughts  about  libraries  and  librarian- 
ship,  it  cannot  be  claimed  that  it  was  the  culmina- 
tion of  years  of  continual  learning,  because  Spof- 
ford’s opinions  on  these  subjects  had  been  formu- 
lated decades  earlier.  For  example,  his  observations 
about  binding,  preservation,  reference  collections, 
bibliography,  periodical  literature,  and  the  Library 
of  Congress  as  the  American  national  library  are 
essentially  the  same  views  he  expressed  in  the  five 
articles  he  contributed  to  the  1876  U.S.  Office  of 
Education  compilation  Public  Libraries  in  the 
United  StatesP  But  the  origins  of  Spofford’s  views 
on  these  subjects  can  be  traced  back  even  further, 
to  the  period  between  1845  and  1861  when  he  was 
a bookseller  and  newspaperman  in  the  thriving 
city  of  Cincinnati. 

Spofford  in  Cincinnati,  1845-61 

Born  in  Gilmanton,  N.H.,  on  September  12,  1825, 
Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford  was  the  sixth  child  of 
Rev.  Luke  Ainsworth  Spofford  and  Greta  Rand 
Spofford.®  Luke  Spofford,  a Presbyterian  pastor, 
served  eight  different  congregations  in  New 
Hampshire  and  Massachusetts  between  1825  and 
1845,  the  years  of  Ainsworth’s  birth  and  boyhood, 
which  was  spent  in  Ghilmark,  Mass.,  on  Martha’s 

A Z Z 

Vineyard.  Since  poor  health  prevented  Ainsworth 
from  attending  Amherst  College,  he  was  tutored  at 
home.  He  developed  an  insatiable  appetite  for 
reading  and,  for  all  practical  purposes,  educated 
himself — a fact  of  which  he  was  quite  proud.  In 
1882  Amherst,  which  claimed  his  father  Luke  and 


Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford 


121 


older  brother  Henry  as  alumni,  awarded  Ainsworth 
an  honorary  LL.D. 

As  a youth,  SpofTord  became  interested  in  book- 
binding and  his  father  arranged  for  him  to  serve 
a brief  apprenticeship  in  a local  bindery.  The  iso- 
lation of  Martha’s  Vineyard,  however,  soon  forced 
the  Spoffords  to  leave  the  island.  A tubercular  con- 
dition spread  within  the  family  in  1843  and  was 
aggravated  by  severe  weather  and  the  inability  to 
obtain  adequate  medical  help.  After  two  members 
of  the  family  died,  Luke  SpofTord  decided  to  move. 
In  1845  the  Spoffords  and  their  two  daughters  left 
for  Newburgh,  N.Y.,  Henry  went  to  Louisiana, 
and  Ainsworth  migrated  west  to  Cincinnati  where 
he  soon  found  congenial  employment  as  a book- 
store clerk  in  the  firm  of  E.  D.  Truman,  bookseller 
and  publisher. 

E.  D.  Truman  was  Elizabeth  D.  Truman,  whose 
husband,  William  T.  Truman,  a well-known  pub- 
lisher, had  recently  died.  Until  1843  William  had 
been  in  a partnership  with  Winthrop  B.  Smith, 
and  together  they  launched  the  popular  “Eclectic 
Series”  of  texts  that  soon  included  the  famous  Mc- 
Guffey  Readers.  Elizabeth  Truman,  struggling  to 
continue  her  husband’s  business,  welcomed  Ains- 
worth’s eager  help  and,  according  to  a contem- 
porary, his  “energy,  great  memory,  and  knowl- 
edge of  books  soon  made  him  indispensable  for  the 
business  and  he  was  sought  for  by  those  entering 
the  store.”  ® Spofford  continued  his  own  reading 
at  night,  studying  languages  and  devouring  the 
works  of  his  favorite  authors,  especially  Ralph 
Waldo  Emerson,  Theodore  Parker,  and  Nathaniel 
Hawthorne.  Largely  because  of  his  interests,  Mrs. 
Truman’s  bookstore  became  an  informal  literary 
center  and  Cincinnati’s  leading  importer  of  the 
works  of  the  New  England  transcendentalists. 
Politically,  Spofford  and  his  friends  took  a strong 
antislavery  stand  and  became  ardent  “free-soilers.” 
But  it  was  his  son’s  religious  view  that  truly  dis- 
turbed the  Reverend  Luke  Spofford,  who  on 
November  23,  1848,  confided  to  his  brother 
Jeremiah: 

But  I must  frankly  say  that,  if  he  (Ainsworth)  were  half 
as  correct  in  his  religious  creed  as  he  appears  to  be  in  his 
political,  it  would  give  great  joy  to  my  heart.  But  alas, 
he  has  gone  far  away  from  the  truth  as  it  is  in  Jesus,  & yet 
seems  firmly  persuaded  in  his  own  mind  that  he  is  a real 
Christian,  & destined  to  future  & immortal  bliss!  . . . 
This,  I can  assure  you,  is  one  of  the  greatest  trials,  if  not 
the  greatest,  which  I have  ever  experienced.  And  yet  this 


son  is  remarkably  kind  both  to  me  & all  the  family — 
offering  us  pecuniary  aid  whenever  needed.^ 

Spofford’s  experiences  at  E.  D.  Truman,  which 
became  Truman  & Spofford  in  1851,  were  of  great 
practical  value  to  him  when  he  eventually  came  to 
the  Library  of  Congress.  It  was  at  the  bookstore 
that  he  developed  his  lifelong  interest  in  acquisi- 
tions and  book  selection  and  enhanced  his  knowl- 
edge of  binding  and  other  booktrade  skills.  Be- 
tween 1851  and  1859,  Truman  & Spofford 
published  at  least  15  books  and  pamphlets,  which 
familiarized  him  with  the  publishing  world  and 
the  copyright  laws.  On  behalf  of  the  firm,  he  made 
semiannual  book-buying  trips  to  Boston,  where  he 
met  many  booksellers  and  publishers  and  attended 
lectures  by  Emerson  and  Parker.® 

The  organization  of  the  Literary  Club  of  Cin- 
cinnati on  October  29,  1849,  was  a natural  cul- 
mination of  the  Truman  & Spofford  gatherings. 
There  already  was  a literary  society  in  Cincinnati, 
but  it  was  too  genteel  for  the  young  radicals  from 
the  bookstore.  They  formed  their  own  club,  pledg- 
ing themselves  to  debate  the  controversial  issues  of 
the  day.  Lively  discussions,  catawba  from  the  local 
vineyards,  and  good  fellowship  were  characteris- 
tics of  the  Literary  Club  from  its  first  days,  but  its 
most  imjjortant  function  for  Sj)offord  was  educa- 
tional. The  club  widened  his  intellectual  horizons 
and  enhanced  his  self-confidence.  His  closest 
friends  were  always  fellow  Literary  Club  mem- 
bers; two  of  them,  Reuben  H.  Stephenson  and 
Rutherford  B.  Hayes,  later  were  of  great  impor- 
tance in  his  career  at  the  Library  of  Congress.  Ste- 
phenson, librarian  of  the  Young  Men’s  Mercantile 
Library  Association  in  Cincinnati,  was  indirectly 
responsible  for  Spofford’s  acceptance  of  a position 
at  the  Library  of  Congress.  In  1861  Spofford  vis- 
ited Stephenson’s  brother.  Librarian  of  Congress 
John  G.  Stephenson,  who  soon  persuaded  him  to 
take  the  job  of  Assistant  Librarian  of  Congress. 
Rutherford  B.  Hayes,  as  a Congressman  from  1865 
to  1867,  served  as  chairman  of  the  Joint  Commit- 
tee on  the  Library  and  worked  closely  with  his  old 
friend,  who  was  then  Librarian  of  Congress,  during 
the  important  first  stages  of  Spofford’s  national 
library  efforts. 

Ainsworth  Spofford  was  not  only  the  principal 
organizer  of  the  Literary  Club  but  also  its  most 
frequent  debater  and  essayist.  In  addition  to  his 
other  roles,  in  the  early  years  of  the  club  Spofford 
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became  a literary  entrepreneur,  and  a most  success- 
ful one.  dliis  phase  of  his  career  began  in  April 
1850,  wlien  he  invited  his  intellectual  mentor, 
Ralph  Waldo  Emerson,  to  visit  Cincinnati  on  a 
lecture  tour  sponsored  by  the  club.  Impressed  by 
SjJofTord’s  petition  of  99  signatures  and  his  pledge 
of  $150,  Emerson  accepted.  In  the  next  few  years, 
Sjioflord  was  also  responsible  for  arranging  the 
lecture  tours  that  brought  Theodore  Parker  and 
Bronson  Alcott  west  for  the  first  tirne.'^ 

Spoflord’s  adventures  in  literary  entrepreneur- 
ship  were  valuable  training  for  the  future  Libra- 
rian of  Congress.  He  became  a skillful  practitioner 
of  the  art  of  persuasion,  successfully  convincing  lec- 
turers, sponsors,  and  audiences  of  the  potential 
value  of  different  lecture  series.  Once  a speaker 
was  committed  to  come  to  Cincinnati,  Spofford 
j)ersistently  took  care  of  all  details — renting  the 
hall,  selling  tickets,  advertising,  and  guaranteeing 
a good  audience.  He  also  demonstrated  his  prac- 
tical sense  by  using  the  lectures  to  increase  the 
sales  of  Truman  & Spofford,  even  selling  books  to 
the  speakers  themselves.  Finally,  since  the  lecture 
tours  he  arranged  were  invariably  successful,  Spof- 
ford’s  self-confidence  and  reputation  were  en- 
hanced. Even  Senator  Salmon  P.  Chase  was  im- 
pressed. In  a letter  on  March  10,  1852,  to  E.  S. 
Hamlin,  the  Senator  recommended  that  he  dis- 
cuss with  Spofford,  “a  gentleman  of  talent,  prin- 
ciple, and  business  qualities,”  the  possibility  of  es- 
tablishing a liberal  newspaper  in  Cincinnati.  Chase 
admitted  to  his  friend  that  he  did  not  know  Spof- 
ford personally,  but  he  had  “formed  a high  opinion 
of  him  from  the  reports  of  others.” 

Not  surprisingly,  the  first  book  published  by  the 
new  partnership  of  Truman  & Spofford  consisted 
of  two  essays  recently  read  before  the  Literary 
Club.  The  first,  which  asserted  the  right  of  human 
conscience  to  transcend  the  written  law — especial- 
ly when  that  law  was  the  Fugitive  Slave  Law — was 
delivered  by  Spofford  on  February  1,  1851.  The 
second,  a rebuttal  from  an  unknown  club  member, 
was  presented  on  April  5,  1851.  The  anonymous 
112-page  book,  titled  The  Higher  Law  Tried  by 
Reason  and  Authority:  An  Argument  Pro  and  Con, 
was  published  shortly  thereafter.  The  fairness 
shown  in  publishing  both  sides  of  the  argument 
was  characteristic  of  Spofford,  who  carefully  noted 
in  the  preface:  “Both  essays  are  now  published  in 
accordance  with  a proposal  made  by  the  writer 


of  the  first  essay,  that  an  article  maintaining  the 
opposite  view  should  be  published  side  by  side 
with  his  own.”  Such  fair-mindedness  apparently 
had  its  limits,  however.  Shortly  after  the  Truman  & 
Sj3offord  edition  apjieared  in  Cincinnati,  the  New 
York  firm  of  S.  W.  Benedict  jmblished  Spofford’s 
54-page  essay  without  the  rebuttal  from  his  friend. 
It  would  aj^pear  that  the  enterj)rising  Spofford 
arranged  for  the  publication  of  his  e.ssay  in  New 
York  soon  after  its  Cincinnati  appearance. 

The  proud  author  sent  a copy  of  the  book  to  his 
friend  Emerson,  who  in  response  went  so  far  as  to 
claim  that  Spofford’s  essay  had  so  influenced  his 
own  discourse  on  the  subject  that: 

though  I have  tried  again  & again  to  scratch  out  your 
part  of  it,  I have  only  succeeded  in  a degree,  and  fear 
I shall  not  hide  the  most  unblushing  plagiarisms,  if  I 
print  it,  as  they  say  I must.^ 

Thus  encouraged,  Spofford  continued  his  writ- 
ing. In  the  October  1855  issue  of  North  American 
Review  he  published  a long  essay  on  the  works  of 
Victor  Hugo  and,  three  years  later,  he  turned  to 
Emerson  for  assistance  in  having  an  essay  titled 
“Napoleon’s  Nemesis”  published.  Although  he  did 
not  find  in  it  the  “high  merit”  of  Spofford’s 
Higher  Law,  Emerson  nevertheless  sent  the  essay 
to  Francis  Underwood,  editor  of  the  recently  es- 
tablished Atlantic  Monthly  magazine.  It  was  re- 
jected, but  Emerson  broke  the  news  in  a kind  note 
that  concluded:  “It  is  a solid  comfort  to  me  to 
know  that  you  are  always  there  fast  abiding  in  your 
convictions,  & inevitably  a power  for  good  in  that 
important  community.” 

Spofford’s  attempt  to  have  this  essay  published 
was  more  than  a Literary  Club  exercise,  for  by 
1858  Truman  & Spofford  was  in  financial  trouble 
and  he  was  looking  for  other  types  of  work.  The 
need  was  somewhat  urgent  because  by  then  he  was 
a family  man : on  September  15,  1852,  he  had  mar- 
ried Sarah  Partridge,  a schoolteacher,  formerly 
from  Franklin,  Mass.,  and  they  now  had  two  sons, 
Charles  and  Henry. 

Truman  & Spofford  had  always  been  more  suc- 
cessful as  a literary  center  than  as  a business  ven- 

The  Spofford  family  about  1870.  Standing  in  the  back 
row,  from  left  to  right,  are  sons  Charles  and  Henry. 
Seated,  left  to  right,  are  Sarah  Spofford,  daughter 
Florence,  and  Ainsworth  Spofford. 
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ture.  Moreover,  most  of  the  books  published  by 
the  firm  can  be  easily  identified  as  catering  to 
Sj)ofiford’s  friends  or  to  his  personal  interests.  For 
example,  in  addition  to  The  Higher  Law,  he  pub- 
lished the  Catalogue  of  his  friend  Reuben  H. 
Stephenson’s  Mercantile  Library,  three  volumes  of 
sermons  by  his  friend  the  Reverend  Moncure  D. 
Conway,  two  abolitionist  novels,  and  several  books 
concerning  the  teaching  of  languages.  The  store 
was  hurt  by  the  economic  depression  of  1857  and 
gradually  evolved  into  a wholesale  textbook  and 
stationer’s  store.  In  early  1859,  despite  his  con- 
tinued efforts  to  keep  it  solvent,  the  firm  of  Tru- 
man & SpolTord  failed. 

In  mid-July  of  1858,  Spofford  began  writing 
strongly  partisan  letters  about  Ohio  politics  for  the 
New  York  Evening  Post,  cloaking  his  identity  un- 
der the  pseudonym  “Sigma.”  To  his  delight,  in 
October  the  Cincinnati  Daily  Commercial,  a Re- 
publican newspaper,  reprinted  three  of  his  letters 
with  favorable  comment.  It  was  a good  omen,  for 
in  January  1859  Spofford  became  the  Commer- 
ciaVs  associate  editor  and  chief  editorial  writer. 

In  the  1850’s,  the  owner  of  the  Commercial, 
Martin  D.  Potter,  had  closely  aligned  the  news- 
paper with  the  young  Republican  party.  In  1856 
he  sent  his  talented  editor  Murat  Halstead  to 
Philadelphia  to  report  on  the  party’s  first  na- 
tional convention.  A year  later  Halstead  was  dis- 
patched to  Washington  to  report  on  the  inaugura- 
tion of  President  Buchanan.  Halstead  developed  a 
national  reputation,  and,  by  the  time  Spofford 
was  hired,  the  Commercial  was  one  of  the  most 
frequently  quoted  western  newspapers,  boasting 
the  highest  circulation  of  any  newspaper  in  the 
Ohio  Valley.  Spofford’s  political  opinions  and 
literary  skills  were  well  known  to  Potter  as  well  as 
to  Halstead,  who  was  a fellow  Literary  Club 
member. 

When  Spofford  joined  the  Commercial,  his 
friend  Halstead,  now  designated  editor  in  chief, 
traveled  to  Washington  to  report  on  the  opening 
of  the  36th  Congress.  The  first  Spofford  editoriai, 
published  on  January  11,  1859,  entitled  “A  Biblio- 
logist,  was  an  attack  on  the  naive  book-buying 
practices  of  the  city  librarian.  Other  editorials 
during  his  first  month  on  the  Commercial  also 
dealt  with  subjects  he  knew  well:  the  higher  law* 
antislavery  and  political  parties  (entitled  “Party- 
ism  and  Piracy  ) ; the  lecture  system ; historians 
and  national  history”;  modern  literary  style  and 


taste  (“The  Spasmodic  School  of  Writing”)  ; in- 
ternational copyright;  practical  affairs  and  intel- 
lectual activity  (“Material  Progress”)  ; and  the 
U.S.  copyright  system.  During  the  next  two  years, 
Spofford  continued  to  present  Commercial  read- 
ers with  his  opinions  on  an  extraordinary  wide 
range  of  political  and  literary  topics.  In  1883  Hal- 
stead commented  that  his  associate  editor  had 
“completed  his  education,”  for  Spofford’s  “mar- 
velous knowledge  of  books  was  not  less  compre- 
hensive and  searching  than  now  and  he  had  a fine 
faculty  for  producing  an  endless  supply  of 
editorials.” 

As  an  editorial  writer,  Spofford  was  never  reluc- 
tant to  promote  his  personal  causes  or,  on  occasion, 
to  lash  out  against  his  enemies.  One  example  of 
the  latter  was  an  editorial  on  April  16,  1860,  in 
which  he  characterized  Senator  Louis  T.  Wigfall, 
a secessionist  from  Texas,  as  “the  chief  of  the  boors 
and  blackguards”  in  Congress,  a “social  buffoon 
and  political  ignoramus”  best  known  for  his 
“boozy  rant  and  rambling  ineptitudes.”  But  most 
of  his  editorials  illustrated  his  concern  with  edu- 
cating his  audience  and,  above  all,  his  ardent  sense 
of  purpose. 

Spofford’s  intense  personal  interest  in  books 
naturally  led  him  to  write  frequently  about  read- 
ing, libraries,  and  related  topics.  Therefore,  by  the 
time  he  arrived  at  the  Library  of  Congress,  his 
opinions  about  the  proper  use  of  libraries  and  the 
importance  of  books  and  reading  had  been  not 
only  formulated  but  also  articulated  in  the  col- 
umns of  the  Commercial.  One  recurrent  theme 
was  the  selection  of  the  “best”  literature — the 
books  worthy  of  permanent  retention.  He  also  dis- 
cussed, at  great  length,  the  Ohio  school  library 
laws.  This  topic  led  him  to  the  subject  of  the  Eng- 
lish public  library  system.  In  an  editorial  published 
on  February  21,  1860,  entitled  “A  Popular  Free 
Library  System,”  Spofford  described  the  library 
movement  in  England  and  included  the  complete 
text  of  the  British  Public  Libraries  Act  of  1855. 
After  advocating  a similar  law  for  the  state  of 
Ohio,  he  concluded  with  a description  of  public 
libraries  in  various  English  cities,  admiring  espe- 
cially the  Liverpool  Library,  which  he  labeled  a 
true  “people’s  university.” 

On  December  5,  1860,  nearing  the  end  of  his 
two-month  career  as  the  Commerciars  chief  edito- 
rial writer,  Spofford’s  long  article  on  the  art  of 
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reading  was  printed.  In  it  he  combined  a discus- 
sion of  his  favorite  topic  with  personal  advice.  The 
editorial,  like  many  others,  contains  opinions  basic 
to  Spofford’s  view  of  life — in  this  instance,  his 
stern  refusal  to  waste  time  in  purposeless  activity, 
thereby  leaving  one  free  for  essential  purposes.  He 
succinctly  posed  both  the  problem  and  the  solu- 
tion : 

How  to  combine  the  advantages  of  both  the  permanent 
and  the  periodical  literature — how  to  study  the  past 
without  becoming  confirmed  disciples  of  Dr.  Dry-as- 
DUST,  and  how  to  absorb  the  present  without  frittering 
our  minds  away  on  trifles,  is  the  practical  question  for 
most  of  us.  We  have  but  a small  modicum  of  leisure, 
against  a plenum  of  literature.  . . . To  read  much  and 
to  much  profit,  we  must  be  able  to  make  the  time  given 
to  it  the  most  available.  It  must  not  be  spent  on  a 
deliberate  effort  to  absorb  all  the  words  which  we  go 
over.  This  effort  should  be  kept  for  the  few  things  which 
are  worth  reading  thoroughly.  . . . The  true  art  is  to 
read  for  ideas — not  words. 

In  early  1861  Spofford,  rather  than  Halstead, 
was  sent  to  Washington  to  report  on  the  opening 
of  the  37th  Congress  and  the  inauguration  of 
President  Lincoln.  On  January  16,  1861,  the  Com- 
merciaVs  new  political  correspondent  arrived  “in 
the  city  of  mud  & politicians,”  as  he  described  it  to 
his  wife,  Sarah. With  his  usual  energy  and  en- 
thusiasm he  plunged  into  the  national  political 
scene.  During  his  first  week  in  the  capital,  he  pro- 
duced six  telegraphic  dispatches  and  wrote  five 
lengthy  letters  for  Commercial  readers — all  signed 
Sigma.  Strongly  partisan,  he  praised  the  abolition- 
ists and  scorned  the  Democrats,  especially  the 
southern  Democrats.  Sigma’s  February  correspond- 
ence reflected  the  increasing  excitement  over  Presi- 
dent-elect Lincoln’s  impending  arrival.  In  the 
March  5,  1861,  issue  of  the  Commercial,  portray- 
ing Washington  on  the  eve  of  the  inauguration, 
Spofford  mentioned  the  Library  of  Congress  for 
the  first  time:  “At  the  Congressional  Library,  a 
herd  of  sight-seers  press  continually  around,  gaz- 
ing into  the  quiet,  well-stored  alcoves,  and  reading 
aloud  the  titles  of  books  they  never  saw  or  heard 
of.”  In  all,  Spofford’s  accounts  of  Lincoln’s  inau- 
guration and  the  events  surrounding  it  filled  over 
a dozen  columns  in  the  Commercial,  and  the  cor- 
respondent made  no  effort  to  conceal  his  admira- 
tion for  the  new  President. 

After  a three-month  return  to  Cincinnati,  dur- 
ing which  Fort  Sumter  was  fired  upon  and  the 
Literary  Club  formed  its  own  infantry  company, 


Spofford  was  again  sent  to  Washington.  This  time 
he  was  the  CommerciaVs  war  correspondent.  As 
the  hot  summer  days  progressed.  Sigma  became 
increasingly  irritated  by  the  inaction  of  the  Union 
Army.  Suddenly,  however,  he  found  himself  re- 
porting on  the  Battle  of  Bull  Run,  where,  as  he  told 
Sarah,  it  was  necessary  for  him  to  use  “them  legs.” 
In  closing  his  letter,  he  indicated  that  he  expected 
to  return  to  Cincinnati  as  soon  as  Congress  ad- 
journed, probably  in  about  a week.  But  several 
days  later  Spofford  was  confronted  with  a new  pos- 
sibility— becoming  the  Assistant  Librarian  of  Con- 
gress. He  explained  to  Sarah  that  he  was  doing  less 
writing  for  the  Commercial,  leaving  him  “two  or 
three  hours  leisure  every  day  to  devote  to  the  rich 
stores  of  the  Congressional  Library.  You  know  my 
passion  for  books.  Dr.  Stephenson  gives  me  full 
range,  & has  even  intimated  a desire  that  I should 
consider  the  offer  of  a position  as  assistant 
Librarian.” 

Dr.  John  G.  Stephenson,  a physician  from  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.,  had  recently  been  appointed  Librar- 
ian of  Congress  by  President  Lincoln  at  the  behest 
of  Senator  Henry  S.  Lane  of  Indiana.^®  A political 
appointee  with  little  interest  in  his  role  as  Librar- 
ian, Stephenson  was  looking  for  a knowledgeable 
assistant.  His  brother’s  friend,  with  his  impressive 
knowledge  of  books,  intellectual  zeal,  obvious  en- 
ergy, and  Republican  credentials,  was  a likely 
candidate. 

Three  days  later,  on  August  5,  Spofford  received 
a definite  offer  from  Dr.  Stephenson.  The  pos- 
sibility of  a general  pay  reduction  for  all  Commer- 
cial employees  and  the  long  hours  Spofford  was 
forced  to  spend  at  the  job,  especially  at  night,  made 
the  Library  offer  especially  attractive.  In  a long 
letter  written  to  Sarah  immediately  after  he  re- 
ceived the  offer,  Spofford  outlined  no  fewer  than 
17  reasons  “favoring”  the  job  but  could  only  find 
nine  reasons  that  reflected  “the  other  side.”  Besides 
escape  from  the  Commercial,  other  positive  rea- 

In  a letter  to  his  wife,  dated  August  5,  1861,  Spofford 
carefully  outlined  the  ‘^Reasons  Pro  and  Con  with 
regard  to  his  accepting  the  position  of  Assistant  Librarian 
of  Congress.  The  reasons  themselves  amply  illustrate  his 
preference : the  seventeen  pro  considerations  apparently 
offset  all  the  reasons  offered  on  ‘‘The  Other  Side,”  except 
possibly  the  ominous  “A  Change  of  Profession  usually 
an  evil”  LCMS-40972-1 
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sons  listed  by  Spofford  included  “a  congenial  in- 
tellectual occupation,  keeping  mind  alert  without 
severely  taxing  the  powers,”  and  “largely  increased 
opportunities  of  acquaintance,  especially  with 
public  men,  editors  & scholars  ” After  returning 
to  Cincinnati  in  mid-August,  Spofford  accepted 
Stephenson’s  offer.  A year  later,  on  May  2,  1862, 
he  informed  his  friend  Henry  B.  Blackwell  that 
he  had  accepted  the  job  “chiefly  to  escape  the 
severe  night-work  which  was  very  wearisome  to 
my  energies  without  ministering  specially  to  my 
intellectual  growth  or  ambition.” 

The  new  Assistant  Librarian  of  Congress  could 
not  assume  his  duties  until  the  latter  part  of  Sep- 
tember, since  the  editor  Halstead  had  already 
scheduled  another  assignment  for  his  traveling  cor- 
respondent in  St.  Louis.  It  was  also  necessary 
to  arrange  for  a new  Washington  correspondent 
to  take  over  the  daily  telegraphic  dispatches,  even 
though  it  was  agreed  that  Sigma  would  continue 
to  write  weekly  letters  to  the  Commercial.  Two 
weeks  before  he  was  to  begin  work  at  the  Library, 
Spofford  was  back  in  Washington.  He  informed 
his  readers  on  September  14  that  he  was  house 
hunting;  moreover,  “after  a somewhat  extensive 
perambulation,”  he  had  discovered  that  there  were 
few  houses  available  for  rent,  which  seemed  to 
deny  the  prevailing  notion  that  there  was  a 
“ ‘stampede’  of  inhabitants  from  Washington, 
under  stress  of  fear  of  the  sacking  of  the  city 
by  Beauregard’s  army.  . . .” 

Sigma’s  last  telegraphic  dispatch  to  the  Com- 
mercial was  dated  September  22.  On  or  about 
September  23,  1861,  the  former  Cincinnati  news- 
paperman, tired  of  the  daily  rigors  of  journalism 
and  eager  for  a more  “congenial  intellectual 
occupation,”  began  his  new  duties  as  Assistant 
Librarian  of  Congress. 

Assistant  Librarian  of  Congress,  1861-64 

Spofford  always  assumed  that  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress was  the  American  national  library.  His  view 
notwithstanding,  in  1861  the  Library’s  collection 
was  undistinguished  in  quality  and  meager  in 
quantity,  being  surpassed  in  size  by  Harvard,  New 
York’s  Astor  Library,  the  Boston  Public  Library, 
the  Boston  Atheneum,  and  Yale.  Nor  had  Con- 
gress shown  much  interest  in  transforming  its  Li- 
brary,  which  it  considered  a legislative  library,  into 
the  national  library.  Whenever  such  an  expansion 


was  proposed  by  a Congressman  or  journalist,  as 
happened  on  occasion,  the  idea  was  quickly  dis- 
missed. Members  of  the  Library’s  governing  board, 
the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library,  as  well  as  the 
various  Librarians  of  Congress  before  Spofford, 
generally  had  been  content  with  the  institution’s 
status.  Nevertheless,  by  virtue  of  its  establishment 
in  Washington  in  1800  and  the  strong  interest 
shown  in  it  by  Thomas  Jefferson,  whose  6,000- 
volume  library  served  as  its  foundation,  the  Library 
of  Congress  had  substantial  claim  to  a national 
role.  Until  Spofford  arrived,  however,  no  one  had 
the  interest,  skill,  or  perseverance  to  capitalize  on 
that  claim. 

Ainsworth  Spofford  saw  no  conflict  between  the 
functions  of  a legislative  and  a national  library; 
in  fact,  he  thought  the  functions  were  comple- 
mentary. He  felt,  as  did  Thomas  Jefferson,  that  a 
comprehensive  collection  covering  all  subjects  was 
as  important  to  Congress  as  it  was  to  scholars  and 
the  general  public.  Spofford’s  belief  in  the  positive 
value  of  reading  for  character  development  led 
him  to  insist  on  liberal  access  to  the  Library  for  all. 

The  notion  of  an  American  national  library 
claimed  many  advocates  before  Spofford.  By  the 
middle  of  the  19th  century,  such  New  England  in- 
tellectuals as  Rufus  P.  Choate  and  George  P. 
Marsh  considered  a national  library  to  be  a cul- 
tural necessity,  without  which  the  United  States 
would  be  incapable  of  establishing  its  intellectual 
independence  from  Europe  and  the  Old  World. 
During  the  congressional  debates  that  resulted  in 
the  creation  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution  in 
1846,  Choate  and  Marsh  urged  that  the  Smith- 
sonian bequest  be  used  to  establish  such  a library. 
Charles  Coffin  Jewett,  the  Smithsonian  librarian 
from  1849  to  1854,  went  further:  he  tried  to  mold 
the  Smithsonian  into  not  only  a national  library 
but  also  a national  bibliographic  center.  However, 
Joseph  Henry,  the  secretary  of  the  Smithsonian, 
was  adamantly  opposed  to  this  concept  and  instead 
saw  the  Smithsonian  as  an  institution  which  would 
encourage  the  “increase  and  diffusion”  of  scientific 
knowledge.  Since  Jewett’s  plan  was  not  compatible 
with  the  secretary’s,  Henry  dismissed  his  librarian 
in  1854,  thus  eliminating  the  possibility  that  the 
Smithsonian  might  develop  into  the  national  li- 
brary. Jewett  became  head  of  the  Boston  Public 
Library  and  subsequently  lost  interest  in  his  na- 
tional library  designs.  Ironically,  the  idea  was  kept 
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alive  in  the  1850’s  by  Joseph  Henry  himself,  who 
favored  such  an  institution  so  long  as  it  did  not 
affect  the  Smithsonian.  Once  the  ambitious  Ains- 
worth Spofford  arrived  at  the  Library  of  Congress, 
Henry  lent  not  only  his  personal  support  but  also 
that  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution  to  the  cause  of 
the  Library  of  Congress  as  the  national  library. 

Spofford  and  Jewett  shared  several  ideas  relat- 
ing to  a national  library;  in  particular,  both  recog- 
nized the  importance  of  copyright  deposit.  Yet 
there  was  one  major  diflference  in  their  views. 
Spofford  never  envisioned  the  Library  as  the  cen- 
ter of  a network  of  American  libraries,  a focal 
point  for  providing  other  libraries  with  cataloging 
and  bibliographic  services.  Instead,  he  viewed  it  as 
a unique,  independent  institution — a single,  com- 
prehensive collection  of  national  literature  to  be 
used  both  by  Congressmen  and  by  the  American 
people. 

Spofford’s  Cincinnati  experiences — his  book- 
trade  skills,  knowledge  of  books  and  libraries,  and 
political  acumen — were  of  great  importance  for 
the  future  of  the  Library  of  Congress,  since  they 
enabled  the  Assistant  Librarian  to  begin  his  na- 
tional library  efTorts  immediately.  His  accomplish- 
ments as  Librarian  of  Congress,  particularly  re- 
markable during  his  first  seven  years  (1865-72), 
were  the  direct  fulfillments  of  efTorts  begun  when 
he  was  Assistant  Librarian. 

For  all  practical  purposes.  Assistant  Librarian 
SpofTord  directed  the  Library  of  Congress  from 
1861  to  1864,  during  Librarian  Stephenson’s  term 
of  office.  In  fact,  Stephenson  embarked  on  the  first 
of  his  many  extended  absences  from  the  Library  on 
the  day  SpofTord  arrived  and  did  not  return  for 
two  months. Stephenson  spent  much  of  his  time 
as  a battlefield  surgeon,  and  his  Assistant  Librarian 
was  quite  happy  to  be  left  in  charge.  Writing  to 
Henry  Blackwell  in  1862,  SpofTord  informed  him 
that  since  Dr.  Stephenson  had  “no  special  knowl- 
edge of  books,”  as  his  assistant  he  felt  quite  “free 
to  act  in  all  things.”  With  an  experienced  entre- 
preneur in  charge,  the  Library  of  Congress  began 
its  transition  from  a small  legislative  library  into 
a national  institution. 

SpofTord  found  himself  truly  dismayed  at  the 
Library’s  state  of  neglect.  He  occasionally  used  his 
weekly  Sigma  letters  to  the  Commercial  to  de- 
scribe Library  events  and  he  did  not  hesitate  to 
express  his  uninhibited  opinion  about  its  neglect. 


The  best  evidence,  however,  of  SpofTord’s  imme- 
diate absorption  in  the  problems  of  the  Library  is 
an  18-page,  3,500-word  handwritten  manuscript 
titled  “Annual  Report  of  the  Librarian,  Decem- 
ber 16,  1861.”  Although  unsigned,  it  obviously 
is  SpofTord’s  first  extended  plea  on  behalf  of  the 
Library  of  Congress  as  the  national  library.  Since 
the  report  is  extremely  critical  of  the  Library’s 
condition,  SpofTord  prefaced  it  with  a careful  as- 
surance of  his  motives,  appealing  in  polite  yet  firm 
language  for  the  support  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  the  Library: 

The  undersigned,  in  submitting  the  following  Report 
upon  the  condition  of  the  Library  of  which  he  is  made 
by  law  the  Custodian,  deems  it  proper  to  state  that  the 
facts  and  suggestions  which  it  embodies  are  the  fruit  of 
careful  labor  and  observation,  and  solicits  the  attention 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library  as  calculated  to 
repair  its  deficiencies  and  to  promote  its  usefulness  to 
those  who  are  entitled  to  its  benefits. 

Within  the  Library,  he  reported  that  nothing  was 
right:  the  entire  place  was  coated  with  dust,  the 
books  needed  repair  and  binding,  and  there  were 
“remarkable  deficiencies  in  the  collections,  which 
were  especially  in  need  of  up-to-date  encyclo- 
pedias, statistical  references,  and  newspapers.”  For 
example,  “that  no  Encyclopedia,  less  than  twenty 
years  old,  is  to  be  found  in  the  Library  of  Congress 
is  matter  of  constant  surprise  and  inconvenience  to 
members  and  others,  ...” 

Continuing  unabated,  SpofTord  urged  the  com- 
mittee to  take  more  pride  in  the  Library’s  appear- 
ance. In  recommending  a new  marble  floor  to 
replace  the  dust-catching  carpet,  he  compared  the 
Library  to  other  national  libraries,  noting  that  the 
floor  of  the  British  Museum  was  slate,  “except 
that  of  the  reading  room,  which  is  of  solid  oak, 
embedded  in  cement.”  Lamenting  “the  absence  of 
nearly  all  the  publications,  new  & old,  of  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,”  SpofTord  reminded 
the  committee  that  the  Library  of  Congress  was, 
after  all,  the  “Library  of  the  Government.” 

Finally,  the  zealous  Assistant  Librarian  attached 
the  following  eight  separate  appendixes  to  his  re- 
port, supporting  his  criticisms,  and  outlining 
proposed  remedies:  1)  a current  statement  of 
expenditures;  2)  a roster  of  institutions  and  indi- 
viduals to  whom  complimentary  copies  of  the 
newly  published  Library  catalog  should  be  sent; 
3 ) a list  of  publications  which  should  be  forwarded 
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for  the  purpose  of  international  exchange;  4)  a 
memorandum  comparing  amounts  paid  for  the 
Library’s  books  with  the  lower  prices  obtainable 
if  the  Library  would  deal  directly  with  a selected 
group  of  publishers  in  Boston,  New  York,  and 
Philadelphia;  5)  a proposed  set  of  rules  and  regu- 
lations governing  all  aspects  of  the  Library’s  opera- 
tions; 6)  a status  report  on  the  publication  project 
of  the  U.S.  Exploring  Expedition,  administered 
by  the  Library;  7)  a list  of  urgently  needed  books 
and  periodicals;  and  8)  an  itemization  of  requisite 
U.S.  government  publications. 

On  January  31,  1862,  Emerson  was  in  Wash- 
ington and  Spofford  welcomed  his  friend  to  the 
library.  He  did  not  hesitate  to  show  Emerson 
examples  of  shocking  neglect  in  the  Library  during 
the  past  years,  explaining  that  it  “had  been  under 
Southern  domination,  and  as  under  dead  men.” 
For  this  reason,  the  collections  of  medicine  and 
theology  were  very  large,  while  that  of  modern 
literature  was  “very  imperfect.” 

During  the  early  months  of  1862,  using  his 
Sigma  pseudonym,  Spofford  continued  his  criti- 
cism of  Congress  and  of  politicians  in  general.  In 
the  February  12  issue  of  the  Commercial  he 
complained : 

And  if  there  is  any  good  reason  for  paying  $3,000  per 
annum  . . . for  a third  of  a year’s  attendance,  in  Wash- 
ington, of  a body  of  men,  two-thirds  of  whom  could  not 
earn  as  much  in  a whole  year  at  home,  it  has  not  yet  been 
satisfactorily  shown. 

Describing  his  Sigma  letters  to  Henry  B.  Blackwell, 
Spofford  admitted  that  they  could  be  risky,  espe- 
cially since  “too  severe  reflections  upon  individ- 
ual Congressmen  might  give  rise  to  unpleasant 
personal  relations.”  It  apparently  was  a chance 
that  he  was  willing  to  take,  however.  In  the  same 
letter  to  Blackwell,  dated  May  8,  1862,  Spofford 
admitted  his  aversion  to  politicians  and  described 
the  purposeful  way  he  spent  his  leisure  time: 

For  myself,  despising,  perhaps  unduly,  the  whole  tribe 
and  generation  of  politicians,  I have  systematically 
avoided  social  opportunities  and  engrossed  myself  in 
intellectual  pursuits  connected  more-or-less  intimately 
with  acquiring  a thorough  knowledge  of  a great  Library 
and  accumulating  materials  for  future  use  in  literature.^® 

A second  handwritten  annual  report,  still  burst- 
ing with  criticism,  albeit  carefully  worded,  is  dated 
January  7,  1863.^^  Although  signed  by  the  Librar- 
ian, it  follows  the  same  pattern  as  the  first  report 


and  is  obviously  Spofford’s  work. 

In  this  report,  Spofford  began  his  skillful  appeal 
for  congressional  support  by  pointing  out  that 
although  the  Library’s  collection  of  nearly  80,000 
volumes  w^as  the  fourth  largest  in  the  United 
States,  “in  its  collective  value  it  is  second.”  Un- 
fortunately, however,  there  probably  was  “no 
library  in  the  country  as  poorly  provided  with 
means  for  the  safe  keeping  of  its  more  valuable 
parts”  than  the  Library  of  Congress.  A remedy  to 
the  situation,  the  expansion  of  the  Library’s  rooms, 
was  then  proposed.  Spofford  also  described  im- 
portant accomplishments  since  the  first  annual 
report,  presented  a year  earlier.  For  example,  re- 
tracing the  path  he  had  followed  during  his  book- 
buying trips  for  Truman  & Spofford,  the  Assistant 
Librarian  had  visited  book  stores  and  publishers 
in  Boston,  New  York,  and  Philadelphia.  Utilizing 
his  past  skills,  he  had  succeeded  in  obtaining  books 
at  an  average  cost  of  $1.70,  whereas  the  average 
cost  of  books  purchased  by  the  agent  of  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Library  since  December  1,  1860, 
was  $3.27.  The  Library’s  binding  w^ork  was  now 
being  performed  by  two  hrms  in  Philadelphia  at 
15  percent  less  than  the  costs  in  Washington,  and 
the  quality  was  “much  superior.”  Finally,  there 
was  a lengthy  explanation  of  a new  recommenda- 
tion, that  borrowing  privileges  be  extended  to  in- 
clude the  “Judges  and  Solicitor  of  the  Court  of 
Claims.”  Spofford  never  stopped  pressing  the  com- 
mittee for  the  extension  of  library  privileges  to 
various  categories  of  noncongressional  users  and 
for  the  extension  of  hours  of  service.  He  felt  a li- 
brary was  worthwhile  only  if  it  was  used,  and  he 
was  never  too  particular  about  who  used  it. 

Despite  his  personal  misgivings  about  politicians 
in  general,  Spofford  carefully  cultivated  the  con- 
gressional support  that  he  knew  was  necessary  for 
his  eventual  success.  His  two  annual  reports  as  As- 
sistant Librarian  exhibited  the  same  tactful,  per- 
suasive arguments  that  he  was  to  use  in  his  dealings 
with  Congress  for  the  rest  of  his  career.  While  the 
reports  were  frank  statements  which  outlined  the 
Library’s  problems  in  detail,  their  tone  was  positive. 
Blame  for  past  conditions  was  not  assigned;  in- 
stead, Spofford  looked  to  the  Library’s  future. 
Throughout  his  career,  and  despite  his  strong  per- 
sonal feelings,  Spofford  assiduously  avoided  name- 
calling— at  least  in  public.  All  personal  opinions 
about  individual  Congressmen  and  controversial 
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public  issues  were  expressed  only  behind  his  Sigma 
pseudonym.  Spofford’s  reputation  for  neutrality 
and  fairness  in  public  matters  aided  his  personal 
efforts  immeasurably.  In  spite  of  his  politicial 
beliefs,  after  1861  he  was  rarely  identified  with  the 
Republican  party  and  never  with  any  special  inter/ 
est  group.  In  the  minds  of  Congressmen  and  tfie 
public  he  was  identified  only  with  the  Library  of 
Congress  and  his  personal  crusade  to  expand  it  into 
a national  library. 

Spofford’s  arguments  on  behalf  of  the  Library, 
as  outlined  in  the  two  annual  reports,  exhibited 
the  same  characteristics  contained  in  his  future 
annual  reports  as  Librarian  and  in  his  many  per- 
sonal letters  to  Congressmen  and  other  officials  in 
support  of  the  Library.  In  his  national  library  argu- 
ments, Spofford  invariably:  1)  assumed  the  Li- 
brary of  Congress  already  was  the  national  library; 
2)  presented  his  proposals  as  practical,  relatively 
inexpensive  alternatives  which  would  enable  Con- 
gress to  perform  its  own  tasks  more  efficiently;  3) 
appealed  to  both  national  and  congressional  pride; 
and  4)  flattered  Congress,  optimistically  predicting 
that,  in  its  wisdom  and  genuine  concern  for  the 
Library  and  what  it  represented,  it  would  approve 
his  proposed  action.  He  was  rarely  disappointed. 

Continuing  his  efforts  to  obtain  additional  funds 
for  the  Library,  on  October  8,  1863,  Spofford  made 
his  first  direct  appeal  to  an  Ohio  friend.  On  that 
date  he  explained  to  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
Salmon  P.  Chase  that  an  additional  $1,000  in  the 
contingency  fund  was  requisite  so  the  Library  could 
acquire  necessities  which  previous  administrations 
had  neglected,  including  new  furniture  and  catalog 
card  drawers.^®  The  increase  was  approved. 

Spofford  began  to  serve  as  a book  purchasing 
agent  for  a few  Ohio  Congressmen,  all  personal 
friends,  in  1864.  He  selected  the  books  himself  and 
passed  along  the  Library’s  discount.  On  Septem- 
ber 19,  1864,  for  example.  Senator  John  Sherman 
wrote  from  Mansfield,  Ohio,  that  he  was  most 
pleased  with  the  books  recently  selected  and 
shipped  to  him  by  Spofford.  For  the  next  few 
years  Sherman  provided  him  with  $400-$500  an- 
nually to  purchase  books. At  the  same  time,  the 
busy  Librarian  also  bought  books  for  the  personal 
libraries  of  three  other  prominent  Ohio  friends: 
Rutherford  B.  Hayes,  Salmon  P.  Chase,  and  James 
A.  Garfield,  then  a Congressman.  All  these  gentle- 
men strongly  supported  Spofford’s  national  library 


efforts.  Garfield,  in  particular,  developed  a close 
relationship  with  Spofford  and  the  Library  of 
Congress;  in  fact,  before  he  succeeded  in  obtaining 
franking  privileges  for  the  Library,  Spofford  used 
Representative  Garfield’s  frank  for  official  mail. 
Garfield  also  was  one  of  the  Library’s  most  fre- 
quent users,  and  apparently  relied  on  its  resources 
for,  among  other  purposes,  the  preparation  of 
speeches.  When  he  was  in  Cleveland  in  1873  and 
trying  to  compose  two  speeches  to  deliver  there,  he 
lamented  in  his  diary:  “Every  day  I miss  Spofford 
and  our  great  Library  of  Congress.” 

Somehow  the  busy  Assistant  Librarian  also 
managed  to  compile  a new  catalog  of  the  Library’s 
contents,  which  was  based  on  an  entirely  new  sys- 
tem of  arrangement.  Earlier  Library  of  Congress 
book  catalogs  had  been  arranged  according  to  the 
Library’s  classification  system;  Spofford  published 
a catalog  that  was  arranged  alphabetically  by  au- 
thor. He  felt  that  this  was  the  most  practical  system 
for  finding  the  desired  books  quickly.  His  opinion 
was  succinctly  expressed  in  the  preface  to  the  new 
four-volume  catalog,  which  was  published  in  Sep- 
tember 1864: 

In  the  arrangement  of  any  catalogue  of  books,  the  chief 
desideratum,  next  to  accuracy  of  description,  is  facility  of 
reference,  and  to  this  end  all  minor  considerations  should 
be  sacrificed.®^ 

In  the  late  autumn  of  1864,  it  became  apparent 
that  Librarian  Stephenson  was  going  to  resign.  In 
spite  of  his  accomplishments,  it  was  not  certain 
that  Spofford  would  be  promoted  to  the  position 
of  Librarian.  His  principal  competitor  was  Charles 
Lanman,  a local  writer  and  a former  librarian  of 
the  House  of  Representatives,  who  had  the  support 
of  Senator  Reverdy  Johnson  of  Maryland,  the 
second-ranking  member  of  the  Joint  Committee 
on  the  Library.  Although  he  knew  that  he  had  the 
support  of  the  committee  chairman.  Senator  Jacob 
Collamer  of  Vermont,  Spofford  decided  to  fight 
for  the  position,  and  he  soon  overwhelmed  the 
opposition.  The  Assistant  Librarian  actively  solic- 
ited endorsements  from  every  Representative  and 
Senator,  and  their  response  was  impressive.  On 
November  11,  1864,  Spofford  forwarded  16  letters 
favoring  his  promotion  to  the  librarianship  to  Pres- 
ident Lincoln,  explaining  that  the  endorsements 
were  necessary  because  he  had  “no  special  (i.e., 
recent)  political  claims,”  having  made  it  his  busi- 
ness “to  attend  to  the  duties  of  my  position  the 
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engrossment  even  of  my  leisure  time.”  Eight  more 
letters  and  a petition  were  forwarded  to  the  Presi- 
dent on  December  22,  the  date  of  Stephenson’s 
resignation.  The  aggressive  Assistant  Librarian  ex- 
plained to  Lincoln  that  these  papers,  together  with 
those  sent  in  November,  “make  up  22  Senators 
and  87  Representatives  who  have  signified  their 
preference  in  the  matter.”  President  Lincoln,  on 
December  31,  1864,  appointed  Ainsworth  Rand 
SpofFord  fifth  Librarian  of  Congress. 

Librarian  of  Congress,  1865-97 

While  serving  as  Assistant  Librarian,  Spofford 
gained  the  confidence  of  most  members  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  the  Library  and  began  the 
expansion  of  the  Library’s  collections  and  its  na- 
tional role.  Once  he  was  promoted  to  Librarian, 
SpofTord  was  able  to  deal  directly  with  individual 
committee  members  in  an  official  capacity,  and 
before  long  the  members  deferred  to  the  Librarian 
in  virtually  all  Library  matters.  The  consistent  sup- 
port of  the  committee  was  of  considerable  impor- 
tance in  his  endeavors.  Spofford  never  presented 
the  committee  with  the  precise  definition  of  a 
national  library  or  a formal  program  for  the  de- 
velopment of  the  Library,  but  he  repeatedly  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  in  correspondence,  in  journal 
articles,  and  in  his  published  annual  reports 
(1866-96).  He  believed  that  the  American  na- 
tional library,  situated  at  the  Library  of  Congress, 
should  be  a permanent,  comprehensive  collection 
of  national  literature  used  by  Congress  and  those 
whom  Congress  represented.  It  was  the  sole  library 
of  the  American  government  and  the  American 
people,  a unique  and  an  independent  institution. 

Spofford’s  relatively  narrow  view  of  the  role  of 
a national  library  helped  him  achieve  his  goal. 
Taking  advantage  of  a favorable  post-Civil  War 
intellectual  and  political  climate,  between  1865 
and  1870  he  gained  congressional  approval  for 
several  critical  expansions  of  the  Library.  With  the 
exception  of  the  $100,000  appropriated  in  1867 
for  the  purchase  of  the  Force  library,  each  was 
accomplished  at  little  expense  to  the  government. 
In  all,  there  were  six  legislative  acts  which  ensured 
a national  role  for  the  Library  of  Congress:  1)  an 
appropriation  providing  for  an  expansion  of  the 
Library  within  its  location  in  the  Capitol,  approved 
in  1865;  2)  the  copyright  amendment  of  1865, 
which  brought  copyright  deposits  into  the  Library’s 


collection;  3)  the  transfer,  at  Joseph  Henry’s  sug- 
gestion, of  the  40,000-volume  library  of  the  Smith- 
sonian Institution  to  the  Library  of  Congress; 
4)  the  1867  purchase  of  the  nation’s  outstanding 
collection  of  Americana,  the  private  library  of  the 
archivist  and  historian  Peter  Force;  5)  the  inter- 
national exchange  resolution  of  1867,  which  pro- 
vided for  the  continuing  development  of  the  Li- 
brary’s collection  of  foreign  public  documents; 
and  6)  the  copyright  law  of  1870,  centralizing  all 
United  States  copyright  registration  and  deposit 
activities  in  the  Library  and  requiring  the  deposit 
of  two  copies  of  each  copyrighted  book,  pamphlet, 
map,  photograph,  print,  and  piece  of  music.  In 
five  years  Spofford  had  gathered  his  “national 
collection,”  or  at  least  the  beginnings  of  it,  and  had 
provided  for  its  continued  growth.  The  Library 
of  Congress  had  suddenly  become  the  nation’s 
largest  library.  Furthermore,  this  rapid  and  perma- 
nent expansion  made  a separate  Library  building 
a necessity.  In  his  1872  annual  report,  Spofford 
presented  a recommendation  and  a detailed  plan 
for  a separate  structure,  beginning  an  effort  that 
was  to  last  a quarter  of  a century. 

Although  the  six  legislative  acts  and  the  plan 
for  the  new  building  were  closely  related  and 
individually  important  achievements,  the  centrali- 
zation of  copyright  activities  and  the  successful 
campaign  for  a separate  Library  building  were 
Spofford’s  most  significant  national  library  accom- 
plishments and,  for  that  reason,  bear  closer 
examination. 

Before  1870,  copyright  registration  and  deposit 
functions  in  the  United  States  were  divided  among 
the  Department  of  State,  U.S.  district  court  offices, 
the  Smithsonian  Institution,  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress, and  the  Patent  Office. Spofford,  like 
Jewett,  believed  that  copyright  deposits  provided 
the  most  practical  channel  for  accumulating  a 
comprehensive  collection  of  American  publica- 
tions. After  struggling  with  the  problem  for  five 
years,  in  1870  Spofford  proposed  that  all  reg- 
istration and  deposit  activities  be  centralized  at 
the  Library  of  Congress.  According  to  his  plan, 
two  deposit  copies — one  for  legal  record  and  the 
other  for  library  use — would  be  sent  to  the  Li- 
brary. The  Librarian  would  be  responsible  for 
registering  the  works,  enforcing  the  deposit  stipu- 
lation, and  keeping  the  copies  deposited  as  legal 
evidence  separate  from  the  general  collections. 
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Early  in  1870,  Spofford  presented  his  ideas  for 
the  centralization  of  copyright  activities  to  Rep- 
resentative Thomas  A.  Jenckes  of  Rhode  Island, 
whose  Committee  on  Patents  was  about  to  report 
out  a bill  for  the  revision  and  consolidation  of  the 
patent  laws.  Spofford  already  had  obtained  the 
support  of  Samuel  S.  Fisher,  the  recently  appointed 
commissioner  of  patents.  Fisher,  a patent  lawyer 
from  Cincinnati,  had  been  a member  of  the  Lit- 
erary Club  of  Cincinnati,  and  Fisher  and  Jenckes 
had  corresponded  on  the  subject  of  patent  law 
reform  before  Fisher  came  to  Washington.  As- 
sured of  the  support  of  the  Patent  Office,  which 
was  the  copyright  registration  agency  and  legal 
custodian  of  the  deposit  for  record,  Spofford  wrote 
a 1,600-word  letter  on  April  9,  1870,  to  Represent- 
ative Jenckes,  in  which  he  outlined  the  arguments 
favoring  the  centralization  of  all  copyright  activi- 
ties at  the  Library.^^ 

Less  than  a week  later,  on  April  14,  1870,  Jenckes 
skillfully  condensed  Spofford’s  eight  pages  of  argu- 
ments into  a short,  effective  speech  advocating 
the  transfer  of  the  copyright  business  to  the  Li- 
brary, and  he  attached  the  proposal  to  his  pending 
bill  to  revise  the  patent  laws.  Jenckes’  bill  passed 
Congress  easily,  and  when  it  was  signed  into  law 
by  President  Ulysses  S.  Grant  on  July  8,  1870,  the 
Library  of  Congress  became  the  first  central  agency 
for  copyright  registration  and  for  the  custody  of 
copyright  deposits  in  the  United  States. 

Spofford  began  his  efforts  to  expand  the  Li- 
brary’s space  in  the  Capitol  in  1863  when  he  was 
Assistant  Librarian.  The  approval  of  that  expan- 
sion in  the  appropriation  act  of  March  2,  1865, 
was  his  first  significant  legislative  victory  as  Librar- 
ian. That  achievement  was  extremely  important, 
for  it  established  a precedent  for  the  future  en- 
largement of  the  Library  to  house  its  growing  col- 
lections. It  also  enabled  the  Librarian  to  acquire 
two  collections  that  contributed  greatly  to  the  Li- 
brary’s national  stature,  the  Smithsonian  and  the 
Force  libraries. 

While  these  two  collections  nearly  filled  the  new 
wings  authorized  in  1865,  it  was  the  copyright  law 
of  1870  that  made  additional  space  imperative. 
During  1871,  the  hrst  full  year  of  the  law’s  opera- 
tion, approximately  20,000  books,  periodicals, 
musicial  and  dramatic  compositions,  photographs, 
prints,  and  maps  were  acquired  exclusively 
through  copyright.  Assuming  that  “the  constant 


and  rapid  growth”  of  the  Library  left  Congress 
with  no  alternative  except  to  provide  additional 
space,  in  his  annual  report  for  that  year  Spofford 
suggested  a separate  Library  building.  In  his  1872 
annual  report  he  insisted  on  it,  urging  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Library  to  recognize  the  “abso- 
lute necessity  of  erecting  a separate  building  for 
the  Library  and  the  copyright  department 
conjoined.” 

In  fact,  over  half  of  Spofford’s  1872  report  is 
devoted  to  delineating  the  desirable  features  in  the 
building  he  envisioned.  This  annual  report  is  the 
most  important  document  in  the  history  of  the 
Library  building,  for  it  outlines  the  basic  idea  be- 
hind the  structure,  which  itself  would  not  be  com- 
pleted until  1897.  That  Spofford’s  conception  of 
the  building  should  survive  after  a seemingly  end- 
less architectural  competition,  countless  congres- 
sional arguments  about  its  design  and  location, 
and  several  changes  of  architects  and  engineers  is 
a considerable  tribute  to  his  foresight,  tenacity, 
and  political  skill.^® 

What  the  Librarian  termed  “the  Library  build- 
ing question”  dominated  his  annual  reports  as 
well  as  his  thoughts  until  April  15,  1886,  when 
the  matter  was  finally  settled.  On  that  date  Presi- 
dent Grover  Cleveland  approved  an  act  to  erect 
a new  Library  of  Congress  across  the  east  plaza 
from  the  Capitol,  utilizing  a modified  version  of 
the  originial  Italian  Renaissance  design  of  Smith- 
meyer  & Pelz.  Although  the  building  was  not  com- 
pleted for  another  11  years,  Spofford  achieved 
what  he  wanted : a monument  that  both  expressed 
and  enhanced  the  national  purpose  of  the  institu- 
tion it  housed.  Furthermore,  the  widespread 
publicity  he  obtained  in  newspapers  and  popular 
magazines  during  those  years  helped  his  national 
library  efforts  considerably.^^ 

Spofford  did  not  allow  lack  of  space  to  halt  his 
collection-building  efforts.  Of  particular  note  was 
a precedent  he  established  in  May  1882  for  the 
acceptance  by  the  Library  of  gifts  to  the  nation 
from  private  citizens.  The  citizen  was  the  Wash- 
ington physician  Joseph  M.  Toner,  and  the  gift 
was  his  40,000-volume  private  library,  which  Spof- 
ford had  been  eyeing  for  several  years.  The  legal 
basis  for  accepting  the  gift  was  essentially  an  in- 
formal agreement  between  Spofford  and  his  friend 
from  Ohio,  Senator  John  Sherman,  who  was  then 
serving  as  chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee  on 


134 


LIBRARIANS  OF  CONGRESS,  1802—1974 


the  Library.  On  March  25,  1882,  during  the  initial 
negotiations,  Spofford  informed  Toner: 

While  the  Chairman  of  the  Library  Committee  con- 
ceives that  there  is  full  power  vested  in  the  Committee 
under  existing  laws,  to  receive  and  provide  for  the  sepa- 
rate custody  of  any  donations  of  books,  acting  as  the 
official  organ  of  Congress,  he  suggests  that  it  would  be 
eminently  proper  that  a special  act  should  be  passed, 
recognising  and  accepting  the  gift  in  behalf  of  the 
Government.  . . 

The  necessary  joint  resolution  was  approved  on 
May  19,  1882,  and  the  collection  was  acquired, 
even  though  space  in  the  overcrowded  Library 
could  be  found  only  “by  partitioning  off  a portion 
of  the  crypt”  under  the  Capitol  rotunda.  In  his 
1882  annual  report,  Spofford  nevertheless  pro- 
claimed his  hope  that  “this  first  example  of  the 
gift  of  a large  private  library  to  the  nation  will  be 
an  incentive  to  other  similar  donations  or 
bequests.” 

For  the  most  part,  Spofford  operated  quite  in- 
dependently from  the  American  library  movement 
and  the  American  Library  Association  itself.^^  The 
primary  reason  was,  quite  simply,  that  he  did  not 
have  the  time  to  participate.  By  18/6,  when  the 
American  Library  Association  was  founded,  Spof- 
ford’s  Library  of  Congress  already  was  the  leading 
library  in  the  United  States  and  he  was  completely 
absorbed  in  the  struggle  for  a new  building.  Spof- 
ford was  a charter  member  of  the  ala  but  could 
not  get  away  from  Washington  to  attend  many  of 
its  annual  meetings.  At  the  1896  congressional 
hearings  on  the  Library,  he  explained  that  because 
of  “this  onerous  business  of  copyrights,”  he  had 
been  able  to  attend  only  four  of  the  annual  meet- 
ings — and  at  two  of  those  he  had  been  the  host  in 
Washington!  About  the  same  time,  in  response  to 
a letter  from  the  trustees  of  the  John  Crerar 
Library  asking  him  to  recommend  a candidate  for 
librarian  of  that  institution,  Spofford  bluntly 
stated:  “My  range  of  acquaintance  with  the 
skilled  men  of  the  profession  is  limited  by  my  very 
engrossing  official  duties  to  comparatively  few.” 
He  suggested  that  the  trustees  consult  either  Mel- 
vil  Dewey  or  Justin  Winsor,  since  they  “would 
have  far  wider  knowledge  of  men  worthy  of  con- 
sideration than  myself.” 

Spofford  s independence  from  other  libraries 
and  librarians  was  accentuated  by  his  idea  of  a 
national  library  as  well  as  by  his  personal  tempera- 
ment. He  believed  the  Library  should  be,  essen- 


tially, a comprehensive  accumulation  of  the 
nation’s  literature,  the  American  equivalent  of  the 
British  Museum  and  the  other  ffreat  national  li- 

O 

braries  of  Europe.  He  did  not  view  it  as  a focal 
point  for  cooperative  library  activities  and  was  not 
inclined  to  exert  leadership  in  that  direction.  Fur- 
thermore, his  personal  enthusiasms  were  acquisi- 
tions and  bibliography,  while  many  younger  li- 
brarians were  interested  in  problems  of  library 
organization. 

Because  Spofford’s  administration  between  1872 
and  1897  was  dominated  by  the  unceasing  flow  of 
materials  into  cramped  quarters,  other  Library 
activities  suffered.  To  the  dismay  of  many,  Spof- 
ford’s carefully  conceived  scheme  for  a complete 
index  to  the  documents  and  debates  of  Congress 
was  abandoned  about  1877,  after  several  years  of 
work.  In  1880  he  was  forced  to  cease  publication 
of  the  Library’s  alphabetical  catalog  after  only  two 
volumes  (A-Cragin)  had  been  published.  The  Li- 
brary gradually  fell  behind  in  its  exchanges  and 
in  all  aspects  of  its  daily  business.  Historians  as 
well  as  librarians  complained.  For  example,  in  a 
letter  to  his  friend  O.  H.  Marshall,  Francis  Park- 
man  confided:  “They  say  I am  the  worst  corre- 
spondent in  the  world;  but  they  lie.  Spofford  beats 
me  all  hollow.  I sometimes  answer  a letter;  he 
never  does.”  Parkman  may  have  been  exag- 
gerating but  his  complaint  became  common  in  the 
late  1880’s. 

It  appears  that  during  this  same  period  Spofford 
was  also  forced  to  forgo  most  Library  recordkeep- 
ing, including  that  of  the  copyright  department. 
This  situation  led,  in  1895,  to  a Treasury  Depart- 
ment investigation  of  the  copyright  accounts;  the 
Librarian  was  completely  exonerated  of  any  in- 
tentional wrongdoing,  but  he  was  deeply  embar- 
rassed."^^ Another  unhappy  event  was  the  1896 
theft  of  valuable  manuscripts  from  Spofford’s 
office  by  two  Library  employees.  The  worst  part, 
perhaps,  was  that  the  Librarian  did  not  know  that 
the  manuscripts — which  included  George  Wash- 
ington’s diary — were  missing  until  a New  York 
manuscript  dealer  got  in  touch  with  the  Washing- 
ton police. These  events,  along  with  Spofford’s 

Spofford  at  his  cluttered  desk  in  the  old  Library  of 
Congress  in  the  Capitol.  This  photograph  was  taken 
about  1896,  a year  before  the  spacious  new  Library 
building  opened.  LC—USZ62— 44185 
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advancing  age  and  intellectual  stubbornness,  cre- 
ated restlessness,  if  not  unhappiness,  among  the 
leaders  of  the  profession.  They  looked  to  the  Li- 
brary of  Congress  for  a new  type  of  leadership. 
While  cognizant  of  Spofford’s  problems  and  appre- 
ciative of  his  accomplishments,  the  ala  leadership 
was  anxious  to  influence  the  expansion  of  the  role 
and  functions  of  the  Library.  As  the  magnificent 
new  Library  building  neared  completion,  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Library  provided  the  associa- 
tion with  the  perfect  opportunity. 

The  committee’s  hearings  on  the  condition  of 
the  Library  were  held  from  November  16  to  De- 
cember 7,  1896,  before  the  move  into  the  new 
building.  The  purpose  was  to  recommend  a new 
organization  plan.  Although  SpofFord  was  the 
principal  witness,  the  ala  sent  six  librarians  to 
testify,  including  its  president,  William  H.  Brett, 
librarian  of  the  Cleveland  Public  Library;  Melvil 
Dewey,  director  of  the  New  York  State  Library; 
and  Herbert  Putnam,  librarian  of  the  Boston  Pub- 
lic Library.  The  testimony  of  Dewey  and  Putnam 
on  the  desirable  features  of  the  Library  of  Congress 
was  of  special  interest.  Both  men  avoided  direct 
criticism  of  Spofford,  but  it  was  obvious  that  their 
view  of  the  proper  functions  of  the  Library  dif- 
fered from  that  of  the  aging  Librarian  of  Congress. 
Putnam  wholeheartedly  endorsed  Dewey’s  de- 
scription of  the  necessary  role  of  a national  library : 
“a  center  to  which  the  libraries  of  the  whole  coun- 
try can  turn  for  inspiration,  guidance,  and  prac- 
tical help.”  Centralized  cataloging,  interlibrary 
loan,  and  a national  union  catalog  were  among 
the  services  described. 

Immediately  after  the  end  of  the  hearings,  Put- 
nam supplemented  his  com.ments  in  a letter  in 
which  he  summarized  the  testimony  of  the  ala 
witnesses.  The  future  Librarian  of  Congress  found 
that: 

On  one  point  in  particular  we  were  very  strongly  in 
unison  . . . an  endeavor  should  now  be  made  to  intro- 
duce into  the  Library  the  mechanical  aids  which  will 
render  the  Library  more  independent  of  the  physical 
limitations  of  any  one  man  or  set  of  men;  in  other  words, 
that  the  time  has  come  when  Mr.  Spoflord’s  amazing 
knowledge  of  the  Library  shall  be  embodied  in  some  form 
which  shall  be  capable  of  rendering  a service  which 
Mr.  Spofford  as  one  man  and  mortal  can  not  be  expected 
to  render.^“ 

Putnam  was  stating,  tactfully,  that  not  only  was  it 
time  for  the  Library  of  Congress  to  modernize,  but 


also  its  services  should  be  expanded  far  beyond 
those  offered  by  the  Library  under  Spofford. 

However,  the  restructuring  of  the  Library’s 
functions  could  not  wait  for  the  final  report  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  the  Library.  Provisions  for 
reorganization  were  included  in  the  legislative  ap- 
propriations for  fiscal  year  1898,  approved  Febru- 
ary 18,  1897,  three  weeks  before  the  hearings  and 
and  report  of  committee  were  published.  The 
appropriations  act  gave  the  Librarian  of  Congress 
the  authority  to  establish  the  Library’s  rules  and 
regulations,  increased  the  staff  from  42  to  108,  and 
recognized  the  Library’s  national  role  through  the 
expansion  of  all  aspects  of  its  operations.  The  com- 
mittee therefore  declined  to  recommend  any  orga- 
nization plan  when  its  hearings  and  report  were 
published  on  March  3,  1897,  pointing  out  that  the 
Librarian  himself  now  had  the  authority  to  make 
all  rules  and  regulations,  a power  heretofore  held, 
at  least  technically  speaking,  by  the  committee 
itself.^® 

Chief  Assistant  Librarian,  1897-1908 

When  the  new  law  went  into  effect  on  July  1,  1897, 
President  William  McKinley  appointed  a new 
Librarian  of  Congress,  bringing  to  a close  Spof- 
ford’s 32-year  career  as  Librarian.  The  President, 
as  well  as  the  library  profession,  felt  it  was  time  to 
replace  the  72-year-old  Librarian  with  a younger 
and  more  skilled  administrator;  all  were  relieved 
when  Spofford  himself  agreed  and  cheerfully 
stepped  down.  The  new  Librarian,  the  veteran 
journalist  and  diplomat  John  Russell  Young,  im- 
mediately appointed  Spofford  Chief  Assistant 
Librarian.^"  Spofford  frequently  servvd  as  Acting 
Librarian  during  Young’s  short  but  productive 
term  of  office,  which  lasted  only  until  January  20, 
1899,  when  Young  died  after  a brief  illness.  Re- 
taining to  a remarkable  degree  the  physical  and 
mental  vigor  of  his  earlier  years,  Spofford  also 
served  as  Chief  Assistant  Librarian  in  Herbert 
Putnam’s  administration,  which  began  on  April  5, 
1899. 

As  Chief  Assistant  Librarian,  Spofford  was  freed 
from  most  of  the  administrative  duties  that  he  had 
found  so  burdensome.  Once  again  he  could  con- 
centrate on  his  first  love : developing  the  Library’s 
collections.  He  made  two  trips  to  Europe  primarily 
for  this  purpose.  He  also  found  more  time  for  writ- 
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ing,  editing,  and  lecturing.  An  especially  memor- 
able occasion  was  his  return  to  Cincinnati  in  Octo- 
ber 1899  to  help  celebrate  the  50th  anniversary  of 
the  founding  of  the  Literary  Club.  In  his  address 
before  the  club  on  October  28,  he  restated  his  belief 
in  the  Library  of  Congress  as  the  national  library 
and  reafhrmed  his  personal  idealism ; 

The  president  has  referred,  in  terms  all  too  complimen- 
tary, to  my  chosen  vocation  as  a librarian  and  to  my 
connection  with  the  magnificent  new  library  building  at 
Washington.  While  I take  no  personal  pride  in  it,  I am 
delighted  to  have  lived  to  see  its  completion  and  to  enjoy 
its  many  utilities,  freed  from  the  grinding  cares  which  so 
long  vexed  my  weary  soul  amid  the  frightful  congestion 
of  the  nation’s  books  in  the  narrow  and  overcrowded 
Capitol  building.  The  removal  to  that  airy  and  spacious 
edifice  was  like  being  suddenly  translated  from  purgatory 
into  paradise.  I call  it  the  “the  book  palace  of  the  Ameri- 
can people,”  in  which  you  all  have  equal  rights  with  me. 
It  is  our  great  national  conservatory  of  books,  in  which  the 
works  of  all  of  you  will  be  welcomed  and  forever 
preserved.  . . . 

Finally,  permit  me  to  say,  as  one  who  has  lived  long 
and  tasted  much  of  the  sweet  and  the  bitter  that  are 
mingled  in  the  cup  of  life,  that  I adhere  evermore  to  that 
belief  in  the  best,  which,  amid  all  the  trials  and  disap- 
pointments of  life,  should  never  be  surrendered.  Amid  the 
prevalent  overweening  worship  of  wealth,  the  tyranny  of 
fashion,  the  baseness  of  politics,  and  the  false  luster  of 
worldly  glory,  let  us,  brothers  of  the  Literary  Club,  hold 
fast  by  the  unmeasured  powers  of  the  mind.  We  need  no 
higher  ambition  than  that  our  names  may  stand  always 
for  fruitful  labor  and  fair  play,  for  personal  independence 
and  for  useful  life.^® 

Spofford  was  also  able  to  devote  time  to  local 
library  affairs,  including  becoming  the  director  of 
Columbian  College’s  new  library  school.  In  addi- 
tion to  his  official  reports  as  Librarian  and  his 
lectures,  Spofford  wrote  several  articles  on  a wide 
variety  of  subjects  and  edited  nearly  a dozen  multi- 
volume reference  works.  He  maintained  that  a 
librarian  was  primarily  an  educator  who  must  be 
constantly  concerned  with  the  diffusion  and  use  of 
knowledge,  not  merely  with  its  custody.  His  many 
unofficial  writings,  especially  the  multivolume 
reference  compilations  intended  for  a popular 
audience,  were  a consequence  of  this  philosophy. 
So  were  his  many  affiliations  with  literary  and  his- 
torical societies,  where  he  presented  papers  and 
debated  with  the  same  fervor  that  characterized  his 
Literary  Club  days. 

Spofford’s  crucial  role  in  the  shaping  of  the 
Library  of  Congress  was  fully  appreciated  by  his 


friend  and  successor  Llerbert  Putnam.  Putnam 
greatly  expanded  all  aspects  of  the  Library’s  ac- 
tivities, especially  its  national  services.  Among 
other  innovations,  he  established  a new  classifica- 
tion system,  inaugurated  the  sale  of  printed  catalog 
cards  to  other  libraries,  and  initiated  an  inter- 
library  loan  system.  Putnam’s  overall  view  closely 
resembled  that  of  Charles  Coffin  Jewett  many 
years  before:  a national  library  should  not  only 
cooperate  with  other  libraries  but  also  assume  a 
position  of  leadership  in  the  library  world.  Putnam 
accurately  observed,  however,  that  the  national 
library  services  and  the  remarkable  expansion  of 
the  Library  during  his  administration  could  not 
have  occurred  without  the  Library’s  comprehensive 
collection  of  Americana  and  its  spacious  building, 
both  the  result  of  Spofford’s  efforts  between  1861 
and  1897.^9 

William  Warner  Bishop,  superintendent  of  the 
reading  room  from  1907  to  1915,  called  Putnam’s 
treatment  of  Spofford  “a  never  failing  delight,” 
describing  it  as  “deferential,  affectionate,  kindly, 
and  considerate.”  It  was  also  protective;  for 
example,  when  Spofford  naively  became  involved 
in  an  embarrassing  business  scheme  promoting 
former  Congressman  James  D.  Richardson’s  Mes- 
sages and  Papers  of  the  Presidents  ( 1897 ) , Putnam 
skillfully  intervened  on  behalf  of  his  Chief  As- 
sistant.^^ Spofford’s  life  was  inseparable  from  the 
Library  that  he  did  so  much  to  mold,  and  thanks 
largely  to  Putnam,  the  last  years  were  fruitful  and 
pleasant.  Still  in  the  service  of  the  institution  he 
joined  in  1861,  Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford  died 
on  August  1 1,  1908,  at  the  age  of  83. 

Spofford’s  Lasting  Influence 

Putnam  paid  his  friend  a final  official  tribute  in 
the  Librarian’s  1908  annual  report,  first  noting 
that  Spofford  truly  had  served  as  Librarian  Emeri- 
tus during  his  last  decade,  then  concluding : 

His  most  enduring  service — the  increase  of  its  collec- 
tions— continued  to  the  last  few  weeks  of  his  life,  and 
continued  with  the  enthusiasm,  the  devotion,  the  simple, 
patient,  and  arduous  concentration  that  had  always  dis- 
tinguished it.  The  history  of  it  during  its  most  influential 
period  will  be  the  history  of  the  Library  from  1861  to 
1897.  This  will  in  due  course  . . . appear. 

The  copyright  laws  and  the  new  building  were 
Spofford’s  most  singular  accomplishments  in 
bringing  his  vision  of  an  American  national  library 
to  fruition.  Later  Librarians,  of  course,  have 
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greatly  expanded  the  Library’s  functions  and  serv- 
ices, but  their  achievements  have  been  based  on 
Spofford’s  fundamental  premise  that  a national 
library  was  a great  national  collection  universal  in 
both  its  range  and  its  usefulness. 

Spofford  was  the  Librarian  of  Congress  who 
permanently  established  the  dual  nature  of  the 
Library:  during  his  administration  it  became,  and 
it  remains  today,  both  a legislative  and  a national 
library.  Convinced  that  the  Library  that  served 
the  American  national  legislature  was  the  national 
library  of  both  the  government  and  the  people,  he 
expanded  its  collections  and  functions  accordingly. 
Since  the  turn  of  the  century,  critics  have  main- 
tained that  the  national  library  should  be  in  the 
executive  branch  of  government,  where  its  primary 
purpose  would  be  service  not  to  Congress  but  to 
the  nation  as  a whole.  Others  have  felt  that  Con- 
gress should  officially  designate  the  Library  as 
the  National  Library  of  the  United  States.  Spofford 
never  felt  called  upon  to  debate  either  of  these 
questions,  concentrating  instead  on  obtaining  the 
“liberal  support”  of  Congress  for  the  growth  of 
the  institution.®^ 

Spofford  was  the  first  Librarian  of  Congress  to 
assume  the  responsibility  for  selecting  books  for  the 
collections;  before  his  administration  the  func- 
tion had  been  carried  out  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Joint  Committee  on  the  Library.  With  his  book- 
store experience  and  interest  in  acquisitions,  it 
would  have  been  unthinkable  for  Spofford  to  defer 
to  others.  Moreover,  the  first  two  committee  chair- 
men under  whom  he  served.  Senator  Jacob  Col- 
lamer  of  Vermont  and  Representative  Ruther- 
ford B.  Hayes  of  Ohio,  were  delighted  that  the 
Librarian  took  this  initiative.  Spofford  never  let 
a challenge  to  this  authority  go  unanswered,  as  a 
new  chairman.  Senator  Edwin  S.  Morgan  of  New 
York,  learned  in  1868  when  he  questioned  two  of 
the  Librarian’s  book  selections.  Spofford  responded 
quickly  to  Morgan’s  inquiry,  clearing  up  at  least 
one  misunderstanding  and  firmly,  but  politely, 
informing  him  why  the  two  books  had  been 
purchased : 

I bought  “The  Lover’s  Dictionary” — lately  published  by 
Harper  & Bros.,  because  it  is  the  largest  dictionary  of 
quotations  of  poetry,  alphabetically  arranged,  ever  pub- 
lished, and  as  such,  indispensable  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions continually  arising  in  every  library  as  to  the  au- 
thorship of  particular  sentences.  . . . The  other  work 
to  which  your  inquiry  extends,  De  Miller’s  “Abuses  of 


the  Sexual  Function,”  I bought  because  it  is  a new 
treatise,  by  an  eminent  physician,  on  a subject  in  which 
the  Library  of  Congress  has  every  important  work  issued 
in  English  & French.'^® 

Since  he  dominated  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Library  so  thoroughly,  Spofford  also  assumed  other 
important  responsibilities  previously  in  the  com- 
mittee’s domain,  such  as  setting  the  Library’s 
budget,  establishing  its  rules,  and  hiring  and  dis- 
missing its  employees.  Therefore  when  Congress, 
in  its  February  18,  1897,  reorganization  of  the 
Library,  stipulated  that  the  Librarian  should  as- 
sume sole  responsibility  for  making  the  “rules  and 
regulations  for  the  government”  of  the  Library,  it 
was  only  sanctioning  what  had  already  taken  place 
during  Spofford’s  administration. 

Finally,  Spofford’s  basic  role  in  the  administra- 
tive reorganization  of  the  Library  should  be  rec- 
ognized. There  were  seven  employees  in  the 
Library  when  he  assumed  the  position  of 
Assistant  Librarian  in  1861,  and  the  collections 
totaled  approximately  70,000  volumes.  By  1897, 
those  collections  numbered  nearly  900,000  vol- 
umes and  uncounted  thousands  of  maps,  musical 
works,  prints,  and  photographs.  At  that  time  there 
were  42  employees,  but  Spofford  admitted  that  26 
of  them  worked  fulltime  on  the  copyright  business, 
which  also  took  up  75  percent  of  his  time.  Ob- 
viously a separate  copyright  department  and  a 
full-time  register  of  copyrights  were  desperately 
needed,  and  Spofford  recommended  both  in  his 
1895  annual  report. 

Primarily  because  of  the  chaos  created  by  the 
overcrowded  conditions,  there  was  no  particular 
organization  pattern  in  the  Library  during  Spof- 
ford’s long  term  as  Librarian.  Yet  in  his  own  mind 
Spofford  visualized  how  the  Library  should  be 
organized  once  it  occupied  the  new  building,  and 
he  began  preparing  for  this  arrangement  in  the 
1870’s.  In  addition  to  a separate  unit  for  the  ad- 
ministration of  copyright,  there  were  several  classes 
of  material  received  through  copyright  that  con- 
stituted natural  administrative  units,  namely 
printed  books,  maps  and  charts,  graphic  arts,  and 
music.  Through  the  acquisition  of  the  Force  li- 
brary, Spofford  became  increasingly  interested  in 
American  historical  manuscripts  and,  in  his  1875 
annual  report,  he  asked  Congress  to  authorize  the 
employment  of  a “competent  historical  scholar” 
to  arrange  and  index  manuscripts. 
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In  Spofford’s  view  the  Smithsonian  library,  ac- 
quired in  1866,  formed  a natural  foundation  for 
the  Library’s  science  collections.  He  also  planned 
on  separate  cataloging,  binding^  and  periodical 
units  and,  of  course,  a reading  room  service  oper- 
ating out  of  the  great  central  reading  room — 
deliberately  patterned  after  the  British  Museum. 

This  basic  organizational  plan  was  discussed  at 
great  length  by  Spofford  in  a special  report  to 
Congress  in  1895,  in  congressional  hearings  during 
November  and  December  of  1896,  and  in  a state- 
ment early  in  1897  on  the  use  of  the  Congressional 
Library.®^  Virtually  all  of  Spofford’s  suggestions, 
including  those  for  a greatly  increased  staff,  were 
accepted  by  Congress  and  incorporated  into  the 
reorganization  plan  that  became  effective  with  the 
beginning  of  the  new  fiscal  year,  on  July  1,  1897. 
In  this  sense,  Spofford  provided  his  successors  not 


only  with  a magnificent  collection  and  building 
but  also  with  a basic  administrative  structure. 

Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford  was  Librarian  of 
Congress  for  32  years;  Herbert  Putnam  served  for 
40  years,  from  1899  until  1939,  when  he  then  be- 
came, in  name  as  well  as  function.  Librarian 
Emeritus  of  Congress.  In  his  “Remarks  at  a dinner 
honoring  the  150th  anniversary  of  the  Library  of 
Congress,  December  12,  1950,”  Putnam’s  thoughts 
turned  back  to  the  man  whom  he  had  succeeded 
more  than  half  a century  before : 

Very  few  executives  have  had  the  fortune  to  live  with 
their  posterity  and  to  be  welcomed  with  a eulogy  instead 
of  an  elegy.  But  if  you  are  summoning  shades  of  the 
past,  you  must  not  fail  to  summon  one  shade  and  keep 
him  contemporary — the  valiant,  persistent  . . . “fore- 
casting,” “foretelling,”  “prophesying,”  shade  . . . — Ains- 
worth Spofford.'"® 


NOTES 


^ For  a detailed  account  of  Spofford’s  influence  on  both 
the  Library  of  Congress  and  American  librarianship,  see 
Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford,  Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford: 
Bookman  and  Librarian,  ed.  John  V'.  Cole  (Littleton, 
Colo.:  Libraries  Unlimited,  Inc.,  1975).  See  also  John  Y. 
Cole,  “Ainsworth  Spofford  and  the  ‘National  Library,’  ” 
(Ph.D.  diss.,  George  Washington  University,  1971). 

^ A bibliography  of  Spofford’s  writings  is  in  Spofford, 
Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford:  Bookman  and  Librarian,  pp. 
187-99. 

® Spofford  to  the  Literary  Club,  October  25,  1886, 
Archives  of  the  Literary  Club  of  Cincinnati,  Cincinnati, 
Ohio. 

* U.S.  Bureau  of  Education,  Public  Libraries  in  the 
United  States  of  America;  Their  History,  Condition,  and 
Management.  Special  Report,  Part  I (Washington: 
Government  Printing  Office,  1876),  pp.  253-61,  673-78, 
679—85,  686—710,  733—44.  Spofford  not  only  was  a major 
contributor  to  the  volume  but  also  aided  in  its  inception 
and  organization;  see  Francis  Miksa,  “The  Making  of 
the  1876  Special  Report  on  Public  Libraries,”  Journal  of 
Library  History  8 (January  1973)  : 30-40. 

“ See  Jeremiah  Spofford,  A Genealogical  Record  . . . 
of  the  Descendants  of  John  Spofford  and  Elizabeth  Scott 
(Boston:  Alfred  Mudge  and  Sons,  1888). 

® John  W.  Herron,  “Biographical  Sketch  of  Spofford,” 
June  30,  1894,  Archives  of  the  Literary  Club  of  Cin- 
cinnati. 


^ Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford  Papers,  Library  of  Con- 
gress. 

® For  information  on  Parker,  see  John  C.  Broderick, 
“Problems  of  the  Literary  Executor:  The  Case  of 
Theodore  Parker,”  Quarterly  Journal  of  the  Library  of 
Congress  23  (October  1966)  : 261—73. 

® For  details,  see  Louise  Hastings,  “Emerson  in  Cin- 
cinnati,” New  England  Quarterly  11  (September  1938)  : 
443-69,  and  C.  Carroll  Hollis,  “A  New  England  Out- 
post; as  Revealed  in  Some  Unpublished  Letters  of  Emer- 
son, Parker,  and  Alcott  to  Ainsworth  Spofford,”  New 
England  Quarterly  38  (March  1965):  65—85. 

Salmon  P.  Chase  Papers,  LC. 

A copy  of  the  Truman  & Spofford  edition  is  in  the 
Minnesota  Historical  Society,  Minneapolis,  Minn.  The 
Library  of  Congress  owns  the  S.  W.  Benedict  edition. 

May  23,  1851,  Spofford  Papers. 

July  1,  1858,  Spofford  Papers. 

“History  of  the  Cincinnati  Commercial”  (1889), 
Murat  Halstead  Papers,  Cincinnati  Historical  Society. 

Spofford  Papers. 

Spofford’s  1861  Sigma  correspondence  is  quoted  at 
greater  length  in  David  C.  Mearns,  The  Story  up  to 
Now;  the  Library  of  Congress,  1800-1946  (Washington: 
Library  of  Congress,  1947),  pp.  79—84. 

23  and  August  2,  1861,  Spofford  Papers. 

Richard  G.  Wood,  “Librarian-in-Arms:  The  Career 
of  John  G.  Stephenson,”  Library  Quarterly  19  (October 
1949) : 263-69. 
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Spofford  Papers.  For  a full  account  of  Spofford’s 
appointment,  see  John  Y.  Cole,  “A  Congenial  Intel- 
lectual Occupation,”  Manuscripts  26  (Fall  1974):  247- 
53. 

^National  American  Woman  Suffrage  Association 
Archives.  Hereafter  cited  as  nawsa  Archives. 

For  a discussion  of  early  efforts  to  establish  a national 
library  in  the  United  States,  see  John  Y.  Cole,  “Of  Copy- 
right, Men,  and  a National  Library,”  Quarterly  Journal 
of  the  Library  of  Congress  28  (April  1971)  : 114-36. 

"Stephenson’s  letters  for  late  1861  are  in  Librarians’ 
Letterbooks,  LC.  In  his  Story  up  to  Now,  Mearns  con- 
cludes that  Stephenson  did  the  Library  of  Congress 
neither  harm  nor  good  during  his  administration,  an 
assessment  apparently  shared  by  Wood  in  his  “Li- 
brarian-in-Arms.” 

May  2 and  September  22,  1862,  nawsa  Archives. 

Library  of  Congress  Archives.  This  important  docu- 
ment is  discussed  at  greater  length  in  Cole,  “Ainsworth 
Spofford  and  the  ‘National  Library,’  ” pp.  72-75,  and  is 
reproduced  in  Spofford,  Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford: 
Bookman  and  Librarian,  pp.  55—63. 

Ralph  Waldo  Emerson,  Journals  of  Ralph  Waldo 
Emerson,  ed.  Edward  Waldo  Emerson  and  Waldo  Emer- 
son Forbes,  10  vols.  (Boston  and  New  York:  Houghton 
Mifflin  Co.,  1909-14),  9:395. 

NAWSA  Archives. 

LC  Archives. 

Librarians’  Letterbooks. 

^■’Sherman  to  Spofford,  September  19,  1864,  and 
April  28,  1869,  Spofford  Papers. 

““Spofford  to  Chase,  October  6,  1868,  Chase  Papers; 
John  Peters  to  Hayes,  March  26,  1870,  Rutherford  B. 
Hayes  Papers,  Hayes  Library,  Fremont,  Ohio;  Spofford 
to  1.  S.  Derby,  July  10,  1867,  Garfield  Papers,  LC;  and 
Spofford  to  S.  1.  Bowen,  May  27,  1867,  LC.  Diary  of 
James  A.  Garfield,  June  25,  1873,  Garfield  Papers. 

U.S.  Library  of  Congress,  Alphabetical  Catalogue  of 
the  Library  of  Congress ; Authors  (Washington:  Gov- 
ernment Printing  Office,  1864),  p.  4. 

““  Record  Group  No.  59,  General  Records  of  the  De- 
partment of  State,  National  Archives  and  Records  Serv- 
ice. 

““  A summary  of  Spofford’s  view  is  found  in  his  “The 
Function  of  a National  Library,”  in  Handbook  of  the 
New  Library  of  Congress,  comp.  Herbert  Small  (Boston: 
Curtis  and  Cameron,  1897),  pp.  123-28. 

See  discussion  in  Cole,  “Of  Copyright,  Men,  and  a 
National  Library,”  pp.  114-36. 

Librarians’  Letterbooks. 

““The  relevant  portions  of  the  1872  annual  report 
are  reproduced  in  Spofford,  Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford: 
Bookman  and  Librarian,  pp.  74-79.  For  a detailed  ac- 
count of  the  architectural  competitions  and  problems, 
see  John  Y.  Cole,  “Smithmeyer  & Pelz;  Embattled  Archi- 


tects of  the  Library  of  Congress,”  Quarterly  Journal  of 
the  Library  of  Congress  29  (October  1972)  : 282— 307. 

Spofford’s  role  in  the  planning  and  construction  of 
the  new  building  is  described  in  John  Y.  Cole,  “A  Na- 
tional Monument  for  a National  Library;  Ainsworth 
Spofford  and  the  New  Library  of  Congress,  1871  — 1897,” 
in  Records  of  the  Columbia  Historical  Society,  vol.  48 
(Washington:  Published  by  the  Society,  1973),  pp.  468— 
507.  For  additional  details  about  the  building,  see  Helen- 
Anne  Hilker,  “Monument  to  Civilization;  Diary  of  a 
Building,”  Quarterly  Journal  of  the  Library  of  Congress 
29  (October  1972)  : 234-66. 

““  Librarians’  Letterbooks. 

““John  Y.  Cole,  “LC  and  ALA,  1876-1901,”  Library 
Journal,  October  15,  1953,  pp.  2965-70. 

“ Letter  from  Spofford  to  Messrs.  Jackson,  Blatchford, 
& Keith,  Trustees  of  the  Crerar  Library,  February  25, 
1895,  reproduced  in  The  John  Crerar  Library,  1895— 
1944  (Chicago,  1945),  p.  36. 

^’’Francis  Parkman,  Letters  of  Francis  Parkman,  ed. 
Wilbur  R.  Jacobs,  2 vols.  (Norman:  University  of  Okla- 
homa Press,  1960),  2:  149-50. 

The  episode  was  thoroughly  reported  by  the  press. 
See  the  Washington  Evening  Star,  July  10  and  August 
21,  1895;  the  Washington  Post,  December  10,  1897;  and 
the  New  York  Herald  Tribune,  December  11,  1897. 

See  Fred  Shelley,  “Manuscripts  in  the  Library  of 
Congress,”  American  Archivist  11  (January  1948)  : 11- 
14. 

U.S.  Congress,  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library, 
Condition  of  the  Library  of  Congress,  March  3,  1897, 
54th  Cong.,  2d  sess..  Senate  Report  1573,  pp.  139-68, 
179-203,  216-28. 

Ibid.,  p,  228. 

^ Ibid.,  pp.  i— ii;  29  Stat.  538. 

Young  would  not  accept  the  post  without  Spofford’s 
consent,  and  the  appointment  of  Spofford  as  Chief  As- 
sistant Librarian  was  agreed  upon  before  President  Wil- 
liam McKinley’s  nomination  of  Young.  See  John  Russell 
Young  to  Melvil  Dewey,  Librarians’  Letterbooks, 
August  13,  1897,  and  the  Washington  Evening  Star, 
June  30,  1897. 

The  Literary  Club  of  Cincinnati  (Cincinnati:  Eb- 
bert  & Richardson  Co.,  1903),  pp.  16—18. 

■‘“See  Herbert  Putnam,  “A  Librarian  Past:  Ainsworth 
Rand  Spofford — 1825-1908,”  The  Independent,  No- 
vember 19,  1908,  pp.  1149—55. 

““  William  Warner  Bishop,  “The  Library  of  Congress, 
1907-1915;  Fragments  of  Autobiography,”  Library 
Quarterly  18  (January  1948)  :6. 

The  episode  is  described  in  Robert  D.  and  Helen  C. 
Stevens,  “Documents  in  the  Gilded  Age:  Richardson’s 
Messages  and  Papers  of  the  Presidents,”  Government 
Publications  Review  1 (Spring  1 974)  : 233-40. 

““  For  an  outline  of  the  views  of  Spofford  and  subse- 
quent Librarians  of  Congress  concerning  the  legislative 
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and  national  roles  of  the  Library,  see  John  Y.  Cole,  “For 
Congress  & the  Nation;  the  Dual  Nature  of  the  Library 
of  Congress,”  Quarterly  Journal  of  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress 32  (April  1975)  : 118-38. 

February  5,  1868,  Edward  S.  Morgan  Papers,  New 
York  State  Library,  Albany. 


U.S.  Congress,  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library, 
Special  Report  of  the  Librarian  of  Congress,  Decem- 
ber 3,  1895,  54th  Congress,  1st  sess..  Senate  Doc.  7;  U.S. 
Congress,  Use  of  Congressional  Library.  January  18, 
1897,  54th  Cong.,  2d  sess..  Senate  Doc.  65. 

Herbert  Putnam  Papers,  LC. 


John  Russell  Young 


The  Internationalist  as  Librarian 


by  John  C.  Broderick 

John  Russell  Young.  The  name  almost  sounds 
familiar,  as  if  its  owner  were  one  of  those  Boston 
Brahmins  who  wrote  sentimental-didactic  poetry 
that  everyone  used  to  memorize. 

On  the  contrary,  Young  was  the  farthest  re- 
move from  the  Boston  Brahmins:  an  immigrant 
from  Ireland  who  was  brought  to  the  United 
States  in  his  infancy.  His  sickly  father,  who  settled 
in  Philadelphia,  was  a weaver  unable  to  provide 
adequately  for  his  family.  After  the  death  of 
Young’s  mother  in  1851,  the  four  surviving  chil- 
dren were  dispersed,  Young  becoming  the  ward  of 
an  uncle  in  New  Orleans  where  he  continued  his 
meager  formal  schooling.  He  returned  to  Phila- 
delphia at  age  15  and  apprenticed  himself  to  an- 
other relative,  who  was  a printer,  and  soon  became 
able  to  gather  his  brother  and  sisters  into  one 
household,  of  which  he  was  the  chief  support. 

Thousands  upon  thousands  of  American  boy- 
hoods began  this  way  in  the  19th  century,  but, 
despite  Horatio  Alger,  few  were  preliminary  to  an 
adult  life  spent  in  the  highest  circles  of  journalism, 
politics,  business,  and  diplomacy.  John  Russell 
Young’s  life,  however,  followed  unexpected  and 
unpredictable  patterns.  For  example,  few  thought 
of  him  in  1897  for  the  position  of  Librarian  of 


Congress.  Rumors  had  Young  accepting  another 
diplomatic  post  or  even  a Cabinet  appointment. 
Nevertheless,  the  appointment,  when  it  came, 
seemed  so  eminently  right  that  Young  was  con- 
firmed the  same  day,  a fact  in  which  the  new 
Librarian  took  special  pride.  His  tenure  was  to  be 
the  briefest  in  the  175-year  history  of  the  Library 
of  Congress,  a scant  18  months,  but  it  was  hardly 
the  least  significant. 

Materials  for  the  study  of  Young’s  life  are  abun- 
dant. With  their  aid  we  may  readily  understand 
the  course  his  life  took,  the  ways  in  which  the 
Librarianship  was  a culmination  (as  well  as  a per- 
sonal disappointment),  and  even,  as  one  of  those 
New  England  poets  put  it,  “what  might  have 
been.” 

Young  apparently  owed  nothing  to  Ireland, 
where  he  was  born  November  20,  1840,  the  son  of 
George  and  Eliza  Rankin  Young.  He  visited  Ire- 

John  Russell  Young  as  he  appeared  in  1897,  shortly 
before  assuming  the  position  of  Librarian  of  Congress. 
LC-USZ62-6011A 


John  C.  Broderick  is  chief  of  the  Manuscript  Division. 
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land  only  twice,  in  1879-80,  and  may  even  have 
sought  to  obscure  his  Irish  birthd  Of  Scots  lineage 
and  Presbyterian  background,  he  was  not  a typical 
“Irish”  immigrant  of  the  1840’s.  The  Young  fam- 
ily sailed  to  America  in  1841  and  settled  first  in 
Downingtown,  Pa.,  moving  three  years  later  to 
Philadelphia,  where  Young  began  his  education 
at  the  Harrison  School. 

Of  many  formative  influences  upon  Young,  four 
may  be  singled  out:  his  mother;  her  New  Orleans 
surrogate  after  her  death,  Mrs.  Hagenbach;  his 
mentor  in  journalism,  John  W.  Forney;  and  the 
city  of  Philadelphia  itself. 

About  Young’s  mother,  who  died  June  21,  1851, 
little  is  known  except  for  her  son’s  recollections. 
Nearly  20  years  after  her  death  Young  wrote  in  his 
diary,  “That  summer  day  is  in  my  brain  as  yester- 
day.” ^ Eliza  Young  seems  to  have  inspired  in 
Young  an  extraordinary  bookishness.^  She  may  also 
have  inculcated  the  driving  ambition  which  was  a 
large  part  of  his  character.  No  doubt  the  family 
dislocations  that  occurred  after  her  death  gave 
added  significance  and  poignance  to  the  event. 
When  Young  visited  his  birthplace,  the  village  of 
Dunnamanagh  in  County  Tyrone,  his  relatives  re- 
membered his  mother  as  “a  highly  remarkable  and 
superior  woman.”  ^ 

In  New  Orleans  Young  became  acquainted  with 
a French  instructor  in  his  school,  Mrs.  Hagenbach, 
whose  letters  to  Young,  especially  after  his  return 
to  Philadelphia,  set  a high  standard  of  accom- 
plishment for  the  young  man.  Her  letters  are  the 
earliest  bits  of  correspondence  in  the  John  Russell 
Young  papers  in  the  Manuscript  Division,  and 
Young’s  preservation  of  them  for  nearly  50  years 
indicates  their  importance  to  him.  In  retrospect, 
they  seem  oppressive  and  not  entirely  healthy — 
full  of  complaints  about  Young’s  neglect  and, 
later,  disparagement  of  his  adolescent  interest  in 
girls,  which  is  made  to  seem  disgraceful.  On  the 
positive  side,  the  letters  assume  that  there  is  no 
role  which  Young  cannot  fill — if  he  will  only  be 
selfless  enough.  In  the  earliest  letter,  December  12, 
1854,  after  reproaching  Young  for  his  failure  to 
write,  Mrs.  Hagenbach  continues:  “But  a came- 
leon  [i.e..  Young,  then  14  years  old]  never  will 
make  a useful  or  famed  statesman — far  from  it,  it 
can  only  become  defamed  in  history;  and  by  his 
contemporaries — and  I will  hope  that  mon  Jean 
will  not  be  the  like — but  become  great  in  good- 


— great  for  his  own  benefit  which  will  consist 
as  real  greatness  does — in  the  good  he  can  do  for 
his  country  and  his  fellow  creatures  in  general.” 
The  letter  concludes:  “O  John  become  great.”  ® 

Although  the  career  which  Mrs.  Hagenbach 
forecast  for  Young  was  statesmanship.  Young  him- 
self very  early  settled  on  journalism,  to  which  his 
apprenticeship  in  his  cousin’s  print  shop  was  more 
immediately  allied.  Early  in  1856  Young  ap- 
parently wrote  to  the  famous  editor  Horace 
Greeley  about  how  to  prepare  himself  for  a career 
as  a newspaper  editor  and  whether  an  opening 
existed  on  Greeley’s  New-York  Tribune.  It  was  a 
natural  enough  question  and,  for  a 15-year-old 
apprentice,  indicated  thoughtfulness  as  well  as 
ambition.  Greeley’s  reply  (May  13,  1856)  was  in- 
sufferable in  its  sanctimonious  brutality.  It  read 
in  part: 

3.  You  seem  to  me  to  be  laboring  under  the  delusion 
that  somebody’s  favor  . . . can  be  of  material  service 
to  you.  When  you  are  older,  you  will  realize  that,  under 
God,  nobody  but  yourself  can  do  you  much  good  or 
favor. 

4.  I do  not  like  the  way  you  speak  of  your  personal 
ties  and  associations.  There  seems  to  be  a varnish  of 
sentimentality  covering  an  abyss  of  selfishness.  Beware 
of  it. « 

In  10  years  Young  would  be  Greeley’s  managing 
editor  at  the  Tribune. 

In  August  1857  Young  secured  a position  of 
copyboy  on  the  Philadelphia  Press,  chiefly  through 
his  demonstrated  ability  to  decipher  editor  John  W. 
Forney’s  crabbed  hand.  He  almost  immediately 
submitted  a dramatic  notice  of  a performance  of 
Richard  III,  in  which  he  pontificated  on  the  work 
of  various  Shakespearean  actors  of  the  19th  cen- 
tury. Very  shortly  thereafter,  he  became  a re- 
porter and  subsequently  managing  editor  and 
editor  of  newspapers  published  in  Philadelphia 
and  Washington  by  Forney,  who  more  and  more 
valued  Young’s  ability.  The  association  with 
Forney  was  fortuitous.  Given  widespread  credit 
for  the  nomination  of  James  Buchanan,  Forney 
was  just  beginning  his  most  influential  decade 
when  Young  went  to  work  for  him.  In  addition  to 

Young’s  conscientiousness  and  precocious  sense  of  re- 
sponsibility for  his  family,  even  at  age  16,  are  evident 
in  a letter  to  his  father  and  brother,  October  1,  1857, 
written  at  2 a.m.  after  a long  night  of  work  at  the 
Philadelphia  Press.  LCMS-46584-1 
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his  printing  empire,  Forney  served  as  Clerk  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  1851-57,  1860-61,  and 
Secretary  of  the  Senate  1861-68.  In  1861  he 
founded  the  Washington  Chronicle,  of  which 
Young  was  in  charge  for  a time.  By  the  time  the 
Civil  War  broke  out.  Young  was  Forney’s  closest 
assistant  and,  because  of  Forney’s  legislative  duties, 
soon  in  operational  charge  of  his  enterprises. 

From  Forney,  whom  he  later  described  as  “my 
first  master,”  ‘ Young  acquired  fierce  antislavery 
and  pro-Union  sentiments.  Through  Forney  he 
gained  access  to  national  political  and  military 
leaders,  including  President  Lincoln,  to  whom 
Forney  was  an  adviser  and  confidant.  Young  also 
may  have  been  misled  by  Forney’s  example  into 
too  secure  an  opinion  about  the  power  of  the 
pi  ess,  since  Forney’s  political  influence  did  no: 
derive  from  his  successful  journalism,  but  rather 
vice  versa. 

Less  easy  to  demonstrate  but  pervasive  through- 
out Young’s  career  was  the  sense  that  Philadelphia 
and  the  opinion  of  its  leading  citizens  were  the 
measure  of  a man’s  importance.  After  two  days 
in  New  York  City  in  1859,  Young  wrote:  “Glad 
I am  home  for  after  all,  there  is  no  comparison 
between  the  metropolis  of  Pennsylvania  and  that 
of  New  York.”  ® Forty  years  later,  after  a career 
which  centered  m New  York  for  many  years. 
Young  wrote  in  his  diary  (March  14,  1898)  : 

‘N.Y.  is  nothing  but  a Babylon  to  me,  & I leave  it 
without  any  sentiment.”  Throughout  his  life 
Young  was  essentially  a Philadelphian,  maintain- 
ing business  interests,  club  memberships,  and  life- 
long  friendships  in  the  city  from  which  his  career 
required  him  almost  perpetually  to  absent  himself. 

Young  first  came  to  national  attention  through 
his  account  of  the  Confederate  victory  and  Union 
retreat  at  the  Battle  of  First  Manassas  (Bull  Run) , 
published  in  Forney’s  Philadelphia  Press  July  22, 
1861.  As  an  eyewitness  observer.  Young  was  able 
to  give  substance  and  credibility  to  his  report 
through  numerous  human  details: 

As  we  drew  nearer  the  field  evidences  of  death  were 
more  striking.  About  half  a mile  from  the  immediate 
scene  of  hostilities  the  first  shelter  for  the  wounded  had 
been  obtained.  A low,  white  frame  house  stood  on  the  side 
of  a road,  covered  with  a few  trees,  surrounded  by  a 
garden  of  blooming  roses,  and  neatly  enclosed  in  rough 
white  palings.  It  was  the  house  of  a plain  Virginia 
farmer,  but  the  necessities  of  war  converted  his  home 
into  an  hospital.  The  well  in  front  was  guarded  by  sol- 


diers. The  chambers,  the  kitchen,  the  parlor,  the  porch, 
and  the  shade  under  the  trees  were  occupied  by  wounded 
men,  some  moaning  sadly,  some  bearing  their  agony  in 
heroic  silence,  and  others  beseeching  the  doctor  to  place 
them  out  of  the  reach  of  pain,  and  occasionally  one 
asking  faintly  for  a cup  of  water.  In  the  meantime  the 
doctors  ran  hither  and  thither,  binding,  trepanning, 
amputating,  probing,  and  soothing,  assisted  by  the  old 
Virginian,  a blunt  specimen  of  a son  of  the  Old  Domin- 
ion, who,  assisted  by  his  family,  was  assiduous  to  relieve 
the  miseries  of  that  fearful  day.  The  soldiers  had  crawled 
round  his  well,  and  broken  in  his  fences,  and  overrun 
his  house.  The  flowers  no  longer  bloomed  in  the  garden, 
but,  crushed  and  broken,  they  gave  forth  their  fragrance 
under  the  bruising  feet  of  the  soldiers.  Where  the  roses 
had  grown  in  the  morning  dead  men  lay  in  noon.’’ 

There  were  many  reputations  in  journalism  made 
during  the  Civil  War.  The  names  of  Whitelaw  Reid 
and  Charles  G.  Coffin  come  to  mind.  Young  was 
just  such  a beneficiary  as  these. 

With  the  increase  of  managerial  and  editorial 
responsibilities,  Young’s  writing  was  limited  to 
anonymous  “leaders.”  However,  he  did  some 
special  reporting  at  times.  In  the  spring  of 
1864  he  traveled  to  Louisiana  to  report  on  Gen. 
Nathaniel  P.  Banks’  ill-fated  Red  River  cam- 
paign.In  that  same  year  his  industrial  journalism 
for  the  Press  was  printed  separately  as  A Visit  to 
the  Oil  Regions  of  West  Virginia,  Ohio  and  Penn- 
sylvania (Philadelphia:  Ringwalt  & Brown,  1864). 

In  1865,  following  a disagreement  with  Forney, 
Young  was  employed  by  the  Philadelphia  financier 
Jay  Cooke,  who  had  been  appointed  a fiscal  agent 
of  the  Treasury  Department  to  sell  government 
securities  at  7.30  percent  (hence  the  designation 
of  Cooke’s  “seven-thirties”).  Young  was  one  of 
several  journalists  employed  to  “put  over”  the  sale, 
without  which  the  national  government  faced 
fiscal  crisis.  Cooke’s  firm  sold  $600  million  worth 
of  securities  in  less  than  six  months  in  1865,  to 
supplement  his  disposal  of  $500  million  worth  of 
securities  earlier  in  the  war.  Young  moved  to  New 
York  to  carry  out  his  publicity  work  for  Cooke  and 
began  to  submit  special  articles  to  Greeley’s  New- 
York  Tribune  and  attempt  to  crack  the  serious 
magazine  market. He  had  also  helped  found  the 
Philadelphia  Morning  Post,  in  which  he  main- 
tained a strong  financial  and  editorial  interest,  to 
his  eventual  sorrow. 

Changes  in  his  family  situation  had  reinforced 
Young’s  own  natural  ambitions  to  intensify  his 
dreams  of  success  and  active  pursuit  of  it.  On 
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October  18,  1864,  Young  had  married  in  Wash- 
ington Rose  Fitzpatrick,  daughter  of  a longtime 
employee  of  the  U.S.  Senate.  Their  son  “Johnny” 
had  been  born  July  27,  1865.  The  marriage  was  to 
be  marked  by  sadness.  Until  her  death  in  1881, 
Mrs.  Young  was  frequently  ill,  and  all  three  chil- 
dren of  the  marriage  died  in  childhood. 

Before  the  year  1865  was  out.  Young  had  earned 
a regular  position  on  the  Tribune  staff  and  in 
mid- 1866  he  was  named  managing  editor,  suc- 
ceeding Sydney  Floward  Gay,  the  hrst  to  bear  that 
title,  who  had  resigned  because  of  ill  health.  Young 
thus  became,  at  age  25,  the  operational  head  of 
one  of  the  country’s  leading  newspapers,  in  charge 
of  a large  staff  that  included  such  men  as  George 
Ripley,  who  had  founded  the  Brook  Farm  trans- 
cendental community  in  Massachusetts  before 
Young  was  born. 

Despite  his  youth,  Young  was  resolute  and  de- 
cisive as  managing  editor  of  the  Tribune  1866-69. 
Fie  was  innovative  and  perceptive  as  well.  He  sug- 
gested that  George  W.  Smalley  become  a perma- 
nent correspondent  in  London,  a position  Smalley 
was  to  occupy  with  great  influence  over  the  next 
40  years.  Young  employed  Henry  M.  Stanley  as  a 
travel  writer  and  secured  Samuel  L.  Clemens’ 
sketches  of  the  tour  to  the  Holy  Land,  to  be  pub- 
lished in  1869  as  Innocents  Abroad.  Thirty  years 
later,  after  reading  a biography  of  former  Tribune 
writer  Bayard  Taylor,  Young  remarked  in  his 
diary  (November  22,  1898)  : “How  much  I did 
for  The  Tribune  & yet  how  much  I am  out  of  its 
history.  It  bears  the  impress  I made  upon  it.”  Ex- 
cept for  the  passions  released  by  the  impeachment 
and  trial  of  Andrew  Johnson,  Young  might  have 
continued  his  role  at  the  Tribune  and  secured  his 
rightful  place  in  its  history. 

Young’s  antipathy  toward  President  Andrew 
Johnson  was  almost  instantaneous.  On  August  25, 
1866,  he  wrote  to  John  Hay  that  “the  best  of 
Presidents  has  been  succeeded  by  the  worst.” 
Over  the  next  two  years  Young  carried  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  President  to  unreasonable  lengths,  over- 
coming admonitory  restraints  by  Horace  Greeley 
and  his  own  initial  caution.  Young’s  hrst  Tribune 
editorial  on  “The  Impeachment  of  the  President” 
appeared  January  8,  1867,  following  introduction 
of  articles  of  impeachment  by  Congressman  Wil- 
liam Ashley.  Young  thought  impeachment  com- 
plex and  invoked,  likely  to  win  sympathy  for 


Johnson,  and  uncertain  in  its  sequel.  Nevertheless, 
he  did  not  oppose  impeachment  in  January  1867 ; 
he  merely  urged  caution.  “Let  us  walk  slowly,  and 
survey  the  ground  as  we  go.”  Later  that  month  a 
Philadelphia  friend,  Sam  Wilkeson,  wrote:  “Im- 
peachment is  dead  sure.  The  Tribune  will  make  a 
capital  mistake  if  it  opposes  it.”  As  the  year  1867 
progressed.  Young  was  less  and  less  inclined  to 
oppose  impeachment.  Moreover,  Horace  Greeley’s 
frequent  absences  gave  Young  considerable  free- 
dom in  use  of  the  Tribune  editorial  columns. 

On  June  11,  1867,  Young  editorialized  on  “Re- 
construction,” an  article  which  brought  him  a 
four-page  letter  from  Chief  Justice  Salmon  P. 
Chase,  dated  June  28.  Chase  was  the  Tribune’s 
(certainly  Greeley’s)  strong  favorite  for  the  Re- 
publican nomination  in  1868  and  the  presidency. 
Chase  took  note  of  Young’s  abuse  of  President 
Johnson  in  the  June  11  article  but  did  not  wish  to 
comment  in  writing.  “On  this  subject  I should  like 
to  exchange  views  with  you  in  a friendly  talk.”  On 
the  substantive  questions,  however,  “I  must  say 
frankly  that  I see  no  ground  for  thinking  that  the 
President  has  not  intended  to  carry  out  the  Recon- 
struction Acts  in  good  faith:  or  that  the  x\ttorney 
General  has  not  honestly  sought  to  ascertain  & state 
their  true  meaning.” 

Horace  Greeley,  meanwhile,  in  Albany  for  the 
New  York  state  constitutional  convention,  was 
sending  Young  encouraging,  but  admonitory  mes- 
sages. “I  have  not  written  to  direct  you,  because 
you  were  doing  very  well,  and  because  too  much 
dictation  seems  to  me  to  take  the  courage  out  of 
almost  any  one,  ...  I trust  we  shall  be  able  to 
exert  a good  influence  on  the  progress  of  Recon- 
struction.” Greeley  was  fixed  in  his  opposition  to 
Grant  for  President.  “I  don’t  want  any  man  for 
President  who  ever  gets  drunk.  Andy  Johnson 
should  suffice  of  that  sort  for  at  least  fifty  years 
yet.”  Nevertheless,  he  advised  Young  to  use  cau- 
tion. “Get  all  the  information  you  can  about  John- 
son’s projects  and  doings,  but  I would  speak  of 
them  all  with  love,  dignity  and  moderation.  We 
must  not  destroy  our  ability  to  speak  with  power  at 
the  proper  instant.”  Early  in  September  Greeley, 
still  in  Albany,  wrote  Young:  “I  would  not  go  so 
far  against  Johnson  that  the  Ashleys  can  quote  us 
in  pushing  impeachment.  Johnson  is  as  useful  to  us 
as  the  devil  is  to  Orthodox  theologv.  We  can’t  af- 
ford  to  get  rid  of  him  till  we  have  elected  our 
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President.  Were  he  expelled  from  the  White  House, 
we  should  all  be  by  the  ears.  Be  wary  on  this 
point.”  But  Young  was  headstrong  and  deter- 
mined to  bring  about  impeachment.  In  mid-Sep- 
tember Greeley  had  to  veto  an  article  favoring 
impeachment,  already  set  in  type.  “Let  it  stand  till 
we  see  more  clearly  what  ought  to  be  done.  Nothing 
can  be  gained  by  printing  it.”  In  November 
Greeley  wrote:  “Be  careful  not  to  let  bitter  things 
be  said  that  will  be  quoted  by  the  Obstructives  at 
the  South.”  Despite  these  warnings,  Greeley  fre- 
quently in  these  months  pronounced  himself  “more 
than  satisfied”  with  Young’s  conduct  of  the 
T rihune. 

Although  Greeley’s  influence  was  restraining 
Young,  others  were  egging  him  on.  Two  of  these 
were  Wendell  Phillips  and  Speaker  of  the  House 
Schuyler  Colfax.  Young  would  remember  Phillips, 
the  Brahmin  abolitionist  orator,  as  “in  many  re- 
spects the  most  charming  figure  I ever  knew  in 
public  life.”  He  had  illusions  about  Colfax 
(“there  was  nothing  in  Colfax  but  the  franking 
])rivilege”)  or  the  self-interest  which  prompted  his 
support  of  Young’s  radicalism.  Nevertheless,  he 
intrigued  with  Colfax  and  others  in  Washington  to 
further  impeachment.  “Go  ahead.  We’ll  follow 
your  plume,”  Phillips  urged  Young. In  January 
1868  Phillips  wrote,  “You  are  leading  the  public 
thought  & purpose  grandly  & have  every  morning 
our  fresh  thanks  for  your  fidelity  & fresh  joy  that 
your  position  makes  it  so  effective.”  From  Col- 
fax: “Your  Editorials  have  rung  like  a trumpet 
throughout  the  land.”  Daniel  Sickles  was  an- 
other who  thanked  Young  for  the  “powerful  ar- 
ticles” in  the  Tribune}^ 

The  year  1868  was  crucial  to  the  fortunes  of  the 
presidency,  the  nation,  and  John  Russell  Young. 
He  began  the  year  with  the  article  “Concerning 
Popularity,”  which  Tribune  publisher  Samuel 
Sinclair  thought  would  cost  10,000  subscribers.^® 
Nevertheless,  on  January  13  the  Tribune  stock- 
holders met,  reelected  Greeley  editor,  and  ap- 
proved Young’s  management  of  the  paper.  Early 
in  February  Greeley  went  west  for  a month  of 
lecturing.  In  his  absence  Young  put  the  Tribune 
firmly  into  the  impeachment  camp  with  three  edi- 
torial articles  February  24,  including  one  entitled 
simply  “The  President  Must  Be  Impeached.” 
There  was,  he  argued,  “no  avoiding  this  conclu- 


sion ...  no  explaining  it  away.  There  is  no  mid- 
dle course.”  The  President  must  be  “swept  out  of 
office”  for  his  “treachery.” 

Young  found  his  “impeachment  coup  Tetat,^^ 
as  he  designated  it,  “very  successful,”  though  he 
was  “anxious  to  hear  from  Greeley.”  He  heard 
from  others.  Colfax  wrote  from  Washington: 
“The  Tribune  is  magnificent  these  days,  thanks  to 
your  prompt  & decided  action.  Its  white  plume  is 
at  the  head  of  the  column,  just  where  I am  de- 
lighted to  see  it.  I have  heard  scores  of  eulogies  on 
Monday’s  grand  paper.  Said  a Member  to  me, 
‘Never  did  its  bugle  blast  sound  more  cheerily  to 
us  all.’  ” 

From  that  point  until  the  decision  in  the  Senate 
in  May,  Young  was  unrelenting  in  his  editorial 
onslaughts.  He  was  in  and  out  of  Washington  dur- 
ing the  spring,  to  the  extent  that  Greeley  was 
“vexed”  by  his  absence  from  New  York.  He  was  in 
the  Senate  gallery  as  the  impeachment  trial  began, 
and,  as  the  first  crucial  vote  approached,  he  pub- 
lished “The  Statesmanship  of  Impeachment,”  in 
which  he  argued : 

It  is  therefore  impossible  to  escape  Impeachment.  The 
Senate  must  convict  Mr.  Johnson,  or  assume  the  responsi- 
bility of  his  succeeding  policy,  and  share  with  him  the 
odium  of  his  past  career.  The  Republican  Senators  have 
voted  a hundred  times  that  he  is  an  enemy  of  the  country! 
Any  Republican  vote  now,  but  one  of  Impeachment,  is 
therefore  a lie.  . . . We  could  wish  a unanimous  vote 
on  Impeachment,  but  the  partisanship  of  the  Democrats 
forbids  it.  So  it  becomes  the  high  and  solemn  mission  of 
the  Republican  party.  . . . Impeachment  is  loyalty, 
patriotism,  statesmanship.  The  Republican  who  votes 
against  it  seeks  a lot  with  the  men  who  have  warred  and 
plotted  for  the  destruction  of  the  Republic.®® 

Edwin  M.  Stanton  wrote  Young:  “The  hour  of 
judgment  is  nigh  at  hand,  and  should  the  great 
criminal  be  condemned,  the  national  deliverance 
will  be  due  tO'  you,  more  than  any  one  else.  Yours 
has  been  the  White  plume  of  Navarre.” 

The  “great  criminal,”  of  course,  escaped  con- 
demnation by  one  vote,  and  thus  Young  was 
denied  the  coveted  role  of  national  deliverer, 
which  leading  actors  in  the  impeachment  drama 
assigned  to  him.®“  Fie  took  the  news  of  the  im- 
peachment verdict  on  the  first  crucial  vote  “quite 
tranquilly  being  prepared  therefor.”  His  diary  for 
the  last  two  weeks  of  May,  however,  seems  that  of 
a sleepwalker.  He  fired  one  more  salvo  in  the 
Tribune , “The  Tainted  Verdict,”  May  27,  and 
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then  subsided.  His  interest  turned  instead  toward 
the  nomination  and  election  of  Grant  and  Colfax, 
for  whom,  he  wrote  Adam  Badeau,  he  was  doing 
all  we  can.” 

In  the  midst  of  the  impeachment  crisis,  Young 
took  on  a responsibility  far  removed  from  his  daily 
journalistic  routines.  He  was  chairman  of  the 
committee  arranging  the  great  press  dinner  at 
Delmonico’s  April  18,  1868,  in  honor  of  Charles 
Dickens.  Dickens’  first  visit  to  the  United  States  in 
1842  had  led  to  his  severe  criticism  of  American 
manners  and  institutions  (especially  slavery)  in  his 
American  Notes  ( 1842)  and  a resulting  paper  war- 
fare across  the  Atlantic.  Twenty-five  years  later, 
however,  almost  all  was  forgiven,  and  the  English 
novelist’s  widespread  public  readings  in  the  United 
States  (1867-68)  were  a financial  bonanza, 
though  in  their  strenuousness  they  may  have  short- 
ened his  life.  (Dickens  died  June  9,  1870.)  Plan- 
ning and  arranging  the  Dickens  dinner  took  a 
great  deal  of  Young’s  time  in  early  1868,  its  com- 
pensation lying  in  the  opportunity  to  secure  an 
intimate  acquaintance  with  one  of  the  great  men 
of  the  19th  century,  always  a compelling  motive 
for  the  hero-worshipping  Young.  The  dinner  it- 
self was  somewhat  anticlimactic.  Dickens,  already 
feeling  the  effects  of  his  rigorous  tour,  became  ill 
and  had  to  leave  the  dinner  before  its  completion. 
His  letters  of  thanks  to  Young,  however,  are  gen- 
uine and  authentic.  His  last  words  in  the  United 
States,  reported  by  the  Tribune  staff  member  who 
accompanied  the  ship  down  the  bay,  were,  “Tell 
Mr.  Young  I shall  never  forget  his  kindness.” 

The  most  graphic  account  of  Young’s  trium- 
phant era  as  managing  editor  of  the  Tribune 
appears  in  two  articles  in  Packard’s  Monthly  in 
October  and  November  1868.^^  The  author  was 
Amos  J.  Cummings,  city  and  political  editor  of  the 
Tribune,  who  after  his  subsequent  dismissal  by 
Young  was  employed  as  the  first  managing  editor 
of  Charles  Dana’s  New  York  Sun  during  the  period 
when  the  Sun  attacked  Young  at  every  opportu- 
nity. In  1868,  however,  Cummings  was  Young’s 
subordinate,  who  professed  to  regard  his  chief  as 
“a  literary  comet,”  though  the  tone  of  Cummings’ 
description  verges  more  than  once  toward  disbelief 
and  ridicule: 

. . . What!  this  blue-eyed  boy  the  Managing  Editor 
of  the  most  influential  journal  in  America!  You  can 
hardly  believe  it.  In  personal  appearance  Mr.  Young  is 
the  most  insignificant  person  about  the  office.  He  is 


light-complexioned,  has  a large,  sloping  head,  thatched 
with  brown  hair,  a clear  forehead,  and  a prominent 
nose,  and  is  as  quick  of  motion  as  a sparrowhawk.  He 
is  of  medium  height — say  five  feet  eight.  His  words  flow 
from  his  lips  in  rapid  succession,  as  if  each  one  was 
struggling  to  get  out  of  his  mouth  ahead  of  the  other. 
And  this  man  has  flashed  upon  the  journalists  of  New- 
York  like  a literary  comet.  Twelve  years  ago  he  was  a 
printer’s  devil;  when  South  Carolina  sprouted  into  Seces- 
sion he  was  a reporter  in  Philadelphia;  one  year  more 
found  him  a Dramatic  Critic  on  The  Washington 
Chronicle;  six  years  ago  he  was  the  Managing  Editor  of 
The  Philadelphia  Press;  two  years  after  this  he  was  with 
General  Banks  during  the  Red  River  expedition;  next 
we  find  him  an  agent  of  Jay  Cooke’s  in  7.30  times. 
While  at  this  business,  in  his  leisure  hours,  he  wrote 
editorials  for  The  Tribune.  They  were  unusually  spicy 
and  argumentative,  attracted  the  attention  of  Mr. 
Greeley  and  Sidney  Howard  Gay,  and  now  that  printer’s 
devil  is  a newspaper  autocrat — the  peer  of  statesmen, 
and  a potent  power  in  the  land.  At  first  sight  he  appears 
common-place,  but  when  you  talk  with  him,  and  partly 
fathom  the  depth  of  that  wonderful  blue  eye,  and  the 
decisive  cut  of  the  nose  and  the  mouth,  you  recognize 
an  impress  of  a peculiar  intellectual  vitality,  a fertility 
of  resource,  a quickness  of  comprehension,  and  a nerv- 
ous energy,  that  stamps  him  as  a steam-engine  among 
newspaper  men.  His  attire  is  neat,  but  not  foppish.  He 
wears  one  of  those  little  round-topped  hats,  with  a small, 
circular  rim,  and  this  increases  his  boyish  appearance. 
His  room  is  lined  with  books  of  reference.  . . . Young 
writes  by  spasms.  He  pays  strict  attention  to  the  business 
details  of  the  ofRce.  Every  letter,  every  bill,  every  re- 
jected communication  is  filed.  He  is  able  to  furnish, 
at  a moment’s  notice,  a filed  voucher  for  every  cent  of 
expenditure  during  his  administration.  Such  strict  atten- 
tion to  business  requires  a vast  amount  of  time.  But 
when  a great  national  emergency  arises,  especially  during 
the  absence  of  H.  G.,  he  throws  himself  into  the  breach 
with  a characteristic  energy,  and  the  columns  of  The 
Tribune  are  red-hot  with  his  short,  sharp,  ringing  sen- 
tences, until  the  storm  has  passed.  His  were  the  stinging 
editorials  on  the  Philadelphia  Gonvention,  his  were  the 
columns  of  invective  poured  over  the  Impeachment 
renegades,  his  were  the  fierce  attacks  upon  the  far-born 
movement  to  nominate  Grant  before  the  General  had 
defined  his  position,  and  his  are  the  showers  of  sarcasm 
launched  upon  John  T.  Hoffman.  The  phrase,  “Impeach- 
ment is  Peace,”  is  Young’s;  so  are  the  words  “Let  us 
have  Peace.”  He  it  was  who  called  Grant  “a  sashed  and 
girded  sphynx.”  He  it  was  who  wrote  the  brilliant  book 
reviews  on  Buchanan’s  “Defence  of  his  Administration,” 
Greeley’s  “American  Gonflict,”  and  Richardson’s  “Life 
of  Grant.”  There  are  no  lazy  hairs  in  his  head;  each  one 
seems  to  be  inspired  with  electric  energy.  As  Butler  was 
the  author  of  the  word  “Gontraband,”  applied  to  the 
slaves  of  Rebels,  so  is  Young  the  author  of  the  word 
“Gopperhead,”  as  applied  to  the  members  of  the 
Democratic  party.^ 

Cummings  goes  on  to  comment  upon  Young 
as  a disciplinarian.  (Cummings’  sport  with  a 
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Young  edict  against  office  profanity  was  appar- 
ently the  root  cause  of  his  subsequent  dismissal.) 
He  continues  with  an  account  of  a typical  2 p.m. 
editorial  meeting,  in  which  Young  “nervously 
dances  around  his  desk  for  forty  seconds,”  and 
then  takes  up  the  items  one  by  one,  rebuking 
Cummings  for  letting  the  World  get  the  better  of 
the  Tribune  on  a murder  story,  characterizing  an 
Associated  Press  dispatch  as  “a  Rebel  lie,”  order- 
ing a telegram  sent  in  cipher  to  Smalley  in  London, 
instructing  him  to  send  a man  to  Romania  to  check 
on  reports  of  an  insurrection  there.  Despite  the 
less  than  deferential  handling  of  Young,  Cum- 
mings concludes  by  acknowledging:  “During  the 
past  two  years  the  old  readers  oiTheT ribune  have 
noticed  a marked  improvement  in  the  paper.  Its 
columns  have  grown  more  sparkling  and  fervent, 
and  it  has  conducted  the  present  Presidential  cam- 
paign with  an  energy  and  skill  heretofore  un- 
surpassed.” The  years  referred  to  were  simulta- 
neous with  Young’s  tenure  as  managing  editor. 

In  mid- January  1869  Young  went  to  Washing- 
ton to  take  some  soundings  (engage  in  “chin- 
music,”  as  he  phrased  it)  about  the  probable 
character  of  the  Grant  administration  (“if  I can 
fathom  the  mysteries  of  the  inscrutable  Ulysses”). 
He  left  Whitelaw  Reid  in  charge  of  the  Tribune 
during  his  absence  as  he  had  done  with  more  and 
more  frequency  since  Reid  joined  the  New  York 
office  staff  in  September  1868.  For  some  reason 
Young  rather  dreaded  the  trip  and  in  a letter  to 
Reid,  January  17,  1869,  reported  that  his  prefer- 
ence would  be  to  “instantly  seek  out  the  genial 
[A.R.]  Spofford  and  drink  Sherry  wine  with  him 
in  the  alcoves  of  the  Library  [of  Congress]  . . . and 
read  his  immense  black-letter  books.”  Neverthe- 
less, he  remained  in  Washington  a full  week  and 
was  well  satished  with  Reid’s  handling  of  the 
Tribune  during  his  absence.  The  paper  had  been 
“ provokingly  good/'  he  wrote  Reid.  Early  in  Feb- 
ruary, Reid,  perhaps  grown  accustomed  to  author- 
ity, took  umbrage  at  an  order  by  Young  which 
he  construed  as  a personal  rebuke.  Young,  un- 
fortunately, was  insensitive  to  Reid’s  objection.  “I 
have  about  a dozen  vexations  every  calendar 
month  to  which  it  does  not  compare.  And  about 
wTich  I never  write.”  Reid  responded,  and 
Young  wrote  again,  in  a somewhat  more  concilia- 
tory way,  but  still  rather  stiff-necked.  “Any  addi- 
tional assurance  to  my  former  note  I cannot  give. 


That  I only  renew.”  It  was  the  beginning  of 
an  alienation  that  became  embittered  in  the  1870’s 
but  which  both  men  put  behind  them  with  the 
passage  of  time.^^  Reid,  of  course,  assumed  Young’s 
duties  later  in  the  year  and  survived  a fight  for 
control  of  the  Tribune  following  Greeley’s  death 
in  1872,  eventually  to  establish  Reid  family  con- 
trol of  the  newspaper  until  its  demise  in  1966. 
There  is  no  evidence  to  suggest  that  Reid  was 
part  of  the  “cowardly  conspiracy”  leading  to 
Young’s  resignation,  but  he  was  its  beneficiary,  so 
much  so  that  one  is  tempted  to  cast  Reid  and 
Young  in  the  roles  of  Gilbert  and  Sullivan’s  “happy 
undeserving  A”  and  “wretched  meritorious  B.” 

To  do  so  would  oversimplify  and  distort  the 
situation.  Young  was  victimized  by  circumstances, 
but  his  own  arrogance  and  self-righteousness,  ex- 
emplified in  his  onslaughts  on  Andrew  Johnson  the 
year  before,  prepared  him  for  a fall.  Young’s  power 
and  authority  to  some  extent  went  to  his  head.  A 
young  man,  still  in  his  twenties,  he  spoke  easily  of 
attacking  Senators  “severely,”  as  he  had  instructed 
Reid  about  Senator  Harlan  the  preceding  year. 

If  Young  was  guilty  of  hubris,  he  was  soon 
brought  low  enough  to  satisfy  the  most  fastidious 
Aristotelian.  Charles  A.  Dana’s  New  York  Sun  for 
April  27,  1869,  began  the  first  in  a month-long 
series  of  attacks  on  Young,  which  led  to  his  resig- 
nation from  the  Tribune  May  19.  In  the  April  27 
issue,  four  and  a half  columns  were  devoted  to  pub- 
lication of  some  of  Young’s  private  correspondence, 
largely  to  a Philadelphia  friend,  Charles  McClin- 
tock,  with  interspersed  commentary.  The  charges 
against  Young  were  that  he  subverted  the  Tribune 
office,  replacing  veteran  staff  members  with  his 
own  Philadelphia  entourage  (including  his  brother, 
who  “was  given  the  Washington  plum”  at  $3,000 
per  annum)  ; that  he  surreptitiously  sent  Asso- 
ciated Press  dispatches  received  by  the  Tribune  to 
the  Philadelphia  Morning  Post,  which  was  not 
entitled  to  them;  that  he  used  the  influence  of  the 
Tribune  to  benefit  the  Post;  and  that  he  generally 
intrigued  against  his  employers,  whom  he  charac- 
terized as  “old  fogies,”  including  Tribune  pub- 
lisher Samuel  Sinclair.  The  commentary  and  head- 
lines were  pointed  and  personal.  Young  was  called 
“the  Richelieu  of  the  press.”  His  head  was  said  to 
be  “phrenologically  well  developed  in  the  region 
of  secretiveness  and  rather  low  in  the  vicinity  of 
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cautiousness.”  According  to  the  Sun,  Horace  Gree- 
ley had  been  shown  the  letters  April  23,  four  days 
before  publication.  Three  weeks  later  the  Sun 
would  contend  that  if  Greeley  had  then  signified 
an  intention  to  control  Young,  the  letters  would 
not  have  been  published. 

Young  retaliated  by  having  Dana  arrested  and 
instituting  a $100,000  libel  suit  against  Dana,  with 
similar  actions  against  newspapers  which  reprinted 
the  Sun’s  dispatches.  Although  the  suits  were  not 
brought  to  trial,  he  later  consoled  himself  with 
the  fact  that  he  had  “silenced”  Dana,  but  his  days 
were  numbered  at  the  Tribune The  suits  them- 
selves merely  provided  the  Sun  with  additional 
copy  for  this  journalistic  thrice  nine-days’  wonder. 
The  Sun  published  17  articles,  editorials,  and  dis- 
patches on  the  Dana- Young  controversy  over  the 
next  month.  Even  after  Young’s  resignation  from 
the  Tribune,  the  Sun  pursued  him  for  more  than 
a decade,  referring  to  him  usually  as  the  “sneak 
news  thief,”  attacking  Young’s  short-lived  New 
York  Standard  (1870-72)  as  “Thieves’  Own,” 
and  ridiculing  James  Gordon  Bennett  for  employ- 
ing Young  as  a foreign  correspondent."^^ 

The  Sun  attacks  on  Young  were  in  keeping  with 
roughneck  personal  journalism  of  the  era,  smack 
of  New  York  newspaper  rivalries  (Dana  also  at- 
tacked Greeley  and  Reid),  and  have  a political 
dimension  as  well,  Dana  generally  opposing  Grant 
and  Young  then  emerging  as  his  chief  defender. 
Some  of  Young’s  correspondence  printed  in  the 
Sun  could  be  called  the  exuberant  indiscretions  of 
youth.  Nevertheless,  there  is  much  that  cannot  be 
explained  away  despite  Young’s  longtime  hostility 
to  the  Associated  Press  as  a “copperhead”  organi- 
zation and  his  contention  that  AP’s  refusal  to 
include  the  Philadelphia  Post  in  its  network  consti- 
tuted a monopoly  on  a commodity  of  general  pub- 
lic value — the  news.  Young  blundered  badly  and 
was  too  proud  and  sensitive  to  ride  out  the  storm. 

Although  Young  secured  backing  to  launch  the 
Standard,  chiefly  from  Benjamin  Butler,  and 
sought  to  keep  it  alive  to  provide  U.  S.  Grant  with 
journalistic  support  in  New  York  City,  it  was  a 
“desperate”  venture  and  doomed  from  the  outset. 
Young  also  fostered  an  American  Press  Associa- 
tion, of  which  he  was  for  a time  president,  as  an 
alternative  to  the  Associated  Press,  but  this  too 
made  little  headway.  His  own  Philadelphia  busi- 
ness affairs  were  not  j^rospering,  and  Young  in 


1870  was  undoubtedly  at  low  ebb.^®  He  reached 
30  that  year  and,  except  for  the  height  from  which 
he  had  fallen,  had  many  assets  for  the  future,  not 
least  of  which  was  his  growing  friendship  with 
President  Grant. Moreover,  Young  was  on  the 
verge  of  a decided  shift  in  the  ordinary  routines 
of  his  life. 

Young’s  two  decades  of  predominantly  foreign 
residence  began  in  1871,  when  he  undertook  a con- 
fidential mission  to  Europe  for  Secretary  of  State 
Hamilton  Fish  concerning  the  settlement  of  the 
Alabama  claims.  He  was  therefore  once  again  in 
the  right  place  at  the  right  time  to  witness  a his- 
toric event,  the  fall  of  the  French  Commune  in 
late  May  1871.  Young  wrote  a lengthy,  widely 
admired  dispatch  for  his  New  York  Standard 
and  the  following  year  began  a long-term  associa- 
tion with  the  New  York  Herald  that  finally  ended 
only  with  his  death.  Throughout  the  mid-1870’s 
Young  was  chiefly  in  Paris,  London,  Vienna,  and 
Madrid,  but  his  duties  and  travels  took  him  across 
Europe  for  the  next  five  years.  In  1876  he  was 
back  in  the  United  States,  spending  the  early 
months  in  the  South  and  mid-1876  in  New  York 
and  Philadelphia  (July  4 in  Philadelphia,  of 
course).  By  late  September,  however,  he  was  on 
his  way  back  to  London. 

Once  more  Young  was  well  situated.  It  was 
natural  that  he  should  give  a press  dinner  in  Lon- 
don for  former  President  Grant  when  that  old 
friend  and  dignitary  arrived  in  June  1877.  And  it 
was  equally  natural  that  Grant  should  invite  his 
friend  to  accompany  him  on  the  extensive  travels 
he  was  just  beginning.  It  was  a journalistic  coup 
for  Young  and  the  Herald,  but  Young’s  service  to 
Grant  would  be  at  least  equal  to  the  opportunity. 
As  Young’s  former  Tribune  colleague,  George  W. 
Smalley,  wryly  remarked.  Grant  captivated  “the 

The  rivalries  of  New  York  editors  and  publishers  were 
caricatured  in  an  1870  cartoon  in.  Punchinello,  which 
depicted  the  editorial  disputes  as  washday  squabbles. 
On  the  right,  Charles  A.  Dana  of  the  Sun  shakes  his 
fist  in  the  face  of  a rather  passive  John  Russell  Young 
of  the  Standard.  On  the  left,  Manton  Marble  of  the 
World  glares  at  George  Jones  of  the  Times,  the  two 
separated  by  Horace  Greeley  of  the  Tribune.  In  the 
background,  Hugh  J.  Hastings  of  the  Commercial 
Advertiser  seems  oblivious  to  the  baneful  glance  of 
Theodore  Tilton  of  the  Independent.  LC—USZ62— 34334 
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versatile  and  fertile  journalist  who  had  acted  as 
a sort  of  civil  and  political  aide-de-camp  in  his 
recent  journeys,  and  who  works  the  press  for  him 
with  untiring  energy.” 

Around  the  World  With  General  Grant  is 
Young’s  ample,  bountifully  illustrated,  tw^o-volume 
account  of  the  former  President’s  two-and-a-half- 
year  progress  through  the  Northern  Hemisphere 
after  leaving  office  in  March  1877.^®  Young  was 
with  Grant  for  virtually  the  entire  journey,  in 
which  Grant  and  his  small  party  crisscrossed 
Europe  and  the  Middle  East  for  more  than  a year 
and  a half  and  then  struck  out  for  Asia  in  January 
1879,  spending  the  better  part  of  that  year  in 
India,  Southeast  Asia,  China,  and  Japan.  Once  the 
Grant  party  returned  to  the  United  States,  Young 
proceeded  on  to  the  East  Coast. 

The  book  is  based  on  Young’s  dispatches  to  the 
Herald,  published  from  time  to  time  during  the 
travels.  Once  published,  however,  the  dispatches 
were  fair  game  for  competitors,  and  Young  and 
his  publisher  had  to  rush  his  own  book  into  print 


to  get  his  fair  share  of  its  rightful  market.  As  a 
result,  the  book  is  uneven  and  its  scale  inconsistent. 
Young  will  often  hurry  Grant  (“an  intense  and 
merciless  traveler”)  through  several  towns  and 
cities  on  a page,  then  spend  an  entire  chapter  on 
a single  ceremonial  dinner.  There  were  many  such 
dinners,  culminating  in  a 50-course  extravaganza 
in  Nagasaki  in  June  1879,  the  bill  of  fare  of  which 
made  a small  volume.®^ 

Despite  its  imperfections.  Around  the  World 
With  General  Grant  is  a remarkable  achievement. 
It  is  full  of  lively  observation,  independent  judg- 
ment, obiter  dicta  of  wit  and  freshness,  and  some 
unforgettable  vignettes,  including  some  of  pri- 
mary historical  interest,  such  as  the  account  of 
Grant’s  conversations  with  Bismarck  and  those 
with  th'^  emperor  of  Japan.  Young  also  embel- 
lished his  narrative  with  several  chapters  recording 
his  own  conversations  with  Grant,  largely  about 
Civil  War  history  and  the  government  of  the 
United  States  during  Reconstruction.  Despite 
what  Young  called  the  general’s  “long-conceded 
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supremacy”  at  silence,  Grant  could  be  very  talk- 
ative about  his  favorite  subjects. 

The  book  is  at  its  liveliest  in  description  of  the 
American  expatriate,  especially  in  Paris  and  Lon- 
don where  Young  had  observed  him  for  several 
years.  Occasionally  Young  will  break  into  his 
travel  narrative  with  a witty  sketch,  as  in  the  fol- 
lowing account  of  a 19th-century  Kilroy: 

It  was  here  [Karnac]  we  came  across  the  tracks  of  the 
name-writing  donkey.  There  are  traces  of  the  animal  in 
other  parts  of  the  world,  but  in  Egypt  they  reach  the 
highest  form  of  development.  The  stone  is  soft,  and 
travelers  who  come  here  have  time  to  spend,  and  it  is 
only  an  hour  or  two  to  cut  your  name  deep  in  the  stone 
which  for  thirty  centuries  has  borne  the  story  of  a 
nation’s  power.  You  look  at  a fine  range  of  carving  and 
follow  the  story  of  the  legend,  and  suddenly  you  are  ar- 
rested by  some  name  hacked  in  the  walls — Brown,  or 
Smith,  or  Thompson.  These  inscriptions  go  back,  some 
of  them,  a long  time.  There  are  Greek  names  that  belong 
to  the  days  of  the  Lower  Empire.  I saw  many  French 
names,  belonging  to  the  expedition  of  Bonaparte  in  1799, 
twenty  at  least,  especially  on  top  of  the  pylon  at  Et  Foo. 
One  name,  “J<5hn  Gordon,  1804,”  is  frequently  repeated. 
I suppose  John  Gordon  has  answered  for  his  sins  by  this 
time,  and  let  us  hope  that  the  recording  angel  reminded 
him  of  the  way  he  hacked  the  walls  at  Luxor  and 
Dendereh.  But  the  greatest  donkey  of  the  tribe^ — the 
monumental  donkey  of  the  age — is  “Powell  Tucker”  of 
New  York.  If  Powell  Tucker  reads  these  lines  he  will 
learn  that  his  name  is  the  theme  of  repeated  execrations 
throughout  Egypt.  Powell,  as  the  story  goes,  did  not 
content  himself  with  carving  his  name  on  the  walls — 
that,  perhaps,  would  have  been  too  much  trouble.  So 
he  carried  a sailor  with  him,  and  this  sailor  had  a pot 
of  black  paint  and  a brush.  Whenever  Powell  came  to  a 
monument  the  sailor  painted  in  large  black  letters, 
“Powell  Tucker,  New  York,  1870.”  Sometimes  it  is  only 
“P.  T.,”  but  the  tracks  are  here  and  there  all  over  Egypt. 
The  authorities  in  charge  of  the  antiquities  have  tried  to 
rub  out  this  and  other  marks  of  vandalism.  But  Powell’s 
sailor  painted  deep,  and  we  voted  unanimously  that 
America  was  again  in  the  ascendant;  that  whatever  the 
American  did  he  excelled  the  world,  and  that  in  a country 
where  you  see  the  name-writing  donkey  of  all  species — 
Greek,  Arab,  French,  Italian,  British — the  monumental 
name-writing  donkey  of  the  age  is  Powell  Tucker  of  New 
York.  I hope  Powell  is  alive,  that  he  may  enjoy  this  well- 
earned  fame.  I would  like  to  see  him — -to  look  at  him — to 
see  with  my  own  eyes  a gentleman  who  could  wander 
through  this  land  of  beauty,  fable,  and  historic  renown — 
this  land  of  temples  and  tombs — and  here,  where  genera- 
tions of  a forgotten  age  had  in  patient  faith  and  humility 
carved  the  legends  of  their  faith  and  their  history — there, 
in  the  sanctuary  where  the  gods  were  worshiped,  to  have  a 
sailor,  with  a pot  of  black  paint,  to  smear  his  name!  Let 
us  all  be  proud  of  Tucker.  In  his  own  department  of 
usefulness  as  a name-writing  donkey  he  has  given  America 
a conceded  although  scarcely  an  enviable  renown.'^^ 


Young’s  style,  as  the  excerpt  above  indicates,  is 
clear  and  dry,  but  not  clinically  so.  Before  the 
ruins  at  Karnac  or  the  Taj  Mahal  his  rhetoric  is 
equal  to  the  impressive  occasion.  Around  the 
World  easily  avoids  the  guidebook  cliches  of  much 
travel  literature  of  the  19th  century  and  their 
opposite,  the  bumptiousness  of  Mark  Twain’s  con- 
temporaneous A Tramp  Abroad.  With  more  time 
for  its  preparation.  Young  might  well  have  recog- 
nized and  improved  the  prosaic  patches  and 
brought  the  work  to  a level  consistent  with  that 
of  its  best  parts. 

The  trip  with  Grant  was,  in  Young’s  final  esti- 
mation, “an  experience  that  one  can  never  hope 
to  see  again.’  ’ It  would  in  time  affect  his  life  and 

o 

his  career  immeasurably.  But,  in  the  meantime, 
he  had  to  get  on  with  both. 

It  was  Young’s  custom  to  write  in  the  flyleaf 
of  his  pocket  diaries  his  various  addresses  for  the 
year.  Often  these  were  numerous.  The  list  in  the 
1879  diary  concludes:  “And  around  the  world.” 
It  was  literally  true.  He  began  the  year  in  London 
before  setting  out  on  the  Asian  travels  with  Grant. 
The  party  returned  to  the  United  States  in  Sep- 
tember, and  Young  remained  for  a month  in 
California,  at  the  end  of  which  he  received  word 
of  his  father’s  death  in  Philadelphia.  He  proceeded 
east,  arriving  in  Philadelphia  October  18.  During 
the  next  month  he  worked  furiously  at  his  book, 
but  by  Thanksgiving  day  he  was  at  sea  again,  on 
his  way  to  England.  He  spent  10  days  in  Paris, 
conferring  with  Bennett,  but  he  ended  the  year 
where  he  began  it — in  London. 

Young  was  homesick.  Mrs.  Young  had  not  ac- 
companied him  on  his  travels  with  Grant,  and  she 
had  remained  in  Philadelphia  when  he  returned 
to  Europe  in  late  1879.  In  the  early  spring  of  1880, 
Young  was  able  to  send  her  word  that  he  was 
“coming  home,”  James  Gordon  Bennett  having 
approved  his  reassignment  to  New  York.  Before 
going,  perhaps  under  the  mistaken  assumption 
that  his  international  travel  was  drawing  to  a close, 
he  went  to  Ireland  “on  a visit  I have  often  wanted 
to  make  to  the  homes  of  my  ancestors.”  He 
visited  various  villages  in  Northern  Ireland,  met 
numerous  uncles  and  cousins,  and  heard  their 
recollections  of  his  mother  and  father.  That  ven- 
ture over,  he  embarked  for  the  Llnited  States. 

In  September  Young’s  third  child  died.  Her 
mother  meanwhile  had  contracted  malaria  in  Cali- 
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fornia,  where  Young  had  hoped  to  establish  some 
business  interests.  Rose  Fitzpatrick  Young  died  in 
New  York  January  4,  1881,  before  her  40th  birth- 
day. Hers  had  been  a difficult  life  beset  by  illness, 
long  separations  from  her  husband,  and  the  loss  of 
all  three  of  her  children. 

Young  resumed  his  international  career  in  mid- 
1882,  returning  to  the  Far  East  as  United  States 
minister  to  China.  More  than  a year  earlier, 
former  President  Grant  had  urged  his  appoint- 
ment to  a diplomatic  mission.  In  a letter  to  Presi- 
dent-elect James  A.  Garfield,  February  18,  1881, 
Grant  spoke  of  Young  specifically  as  minister  to 
Japan:  “The  United  States  has  a grand  mission 
in  the  East  and  Mr.  Young  is  the  best  equipped 
man  in  America  to  commence  it.”  Grant’s  in- 
terest was  genuine,  in  the  mission  as  well  as  the 
man.  His  views  on  the  Orient,  as  Young  had  made 
them  widely  known  in  Around  the  World  With 
General  Grant,  were  welcome  in  the  Eastern 
capitals  since  Grant  emphasized  amity  between 
China  and  Japan  as  a means  of  avoiding  oppres- 
sion by  foreign  nations,  especially  European.  One 
diplomatic  historian  attributes  to  Young  “the  crea- 
tive force”  behind  Grant’s  views  on  policy  in 
eastern  Asia,  views  so  enlightened  and  in  advance 
of  events  that  Grant’s  failure  to  secure  the  presi- 
dency in  1880  meant  that  “American  policy  in  the 
Far  East  suffered  a distinct  and  even  deplorable 
loss.” 

Despite  Grant’s  urging.  President  Garfield  did 
not  act  upon  the  recommendation,  and  it  was  left 
to  his  successor,  Ghester  A.  Arthur,  to  enlist  Young 
in  the  diplomatic  service  by  a ministerial  appoint- 
ment March  15,  1882.^^  Ten  days  later  Harper’s 
Weekly  hailed  the  appointment.  “The  nomination 
and  prompt  confirmation  of  Mr.  John  Russell 
Young  as  United  States  Minister  to  Ghina  is  a 
compliment  to  one  of  the  most  brilliant  of  Ameri- 
can journalists,  and  has  promptly  evoked  the  com- 
mendation of  the  press  of  the  country  irrespective 
of  party.  . . . Mr.  Young’s  appointment  is  one 
eminently  ht  to  be  made.” 

On  April  25  Young  remarried.  His  second  wife 
was  Julia  Goleman,  whom  he  described  as  “the 
most  accomplished  and  beautiful  woman  I have 
ever  known.”  The  bride,  the  niece  of  wealthy 
former  Gonnecticut  governor  Marshall  Jewell,  was 
22  years  old.  Young  was  41 . 

Young  reached  Ghina  in  late  summer  after  a 


long  stopover  in  Japan.  Julia  Young  was  frequently 
ill  during  the  first  year  of  her  marriage,  a con- 
dition attributed  to  the  Asiatic  climate.  Early  in 
the  new  year  it  was  decided  that  she  should  go  to 
Paris  to  await  the  birth  of  their  child,  expected 
in  the  summer  of  1883.  Young  accompanied  her  to 
Shanghai,  and  on  April  19  she  sailed  for  Marseilles 
and  Young  returned  to  his  post  at  the  American 
legation  in  Peking.  On  August  2 he  received  a 
dispatch  informing  him  of  the  birth  of  a son, 
who  a subsequent  message  from  James  Gordon 
Bennett  assured  him  was  a “hne  boy.”  Mrs.  Young 
did  not  prosper,  however,  and  by  mid-October 
fell  dangerously  ill.  She  died  in  Paris  October  22, 
age  24.  The  body  was  returned  to  Hartford  for 
funeral  services,  and  the  boy,  Russell  Jewell 
Young,  was  placed  in  the  care  of  his  mother’s 
family  in  that  city. 

Despite  these  personal  griefs.  Young  was  an  ac- 
tive minister,  one  whose  role  was  strengthened  by 
the  esteem  in  which  he  was  held  by  high  officials 
of  both  Ghina  and  Japan,  especially  Li  Hung 
Ghang,  principal  viceroy  of  Ghina,  who  had  been 
Young’s  friend  and  correspondent  since  the  1879 
visit  with  Grant.  Almost  simultaneously  with 
Young’s  arrival  in  Ghina,  there  was  an  interna- 
tional incident,  the  gravity  of  which  Young  rea- 
lized and  sought  to  convey  to  the  Department  of 
State.  In  July  and  August  1882  uprisings  by 
Korean  soldiers  in  Seoul  resulted  in  the  burning 
of  the  Japanese  legation  and  the  flight  of  its  mem- 
bers. The  uprising  was  quickly  quelled,  but  the 
Japanese  sought  an  indemnity  of  $500,000  as 
redress.  They  sought  it,  mqreover,  by  a treaty  with 
the  king  of  Korea,  traditionally  bound  in  loyalty 
to  the  Ghinese  emperor.  A separate  treaty  with 
Korea  had  a precedent  in  that  which  Gommodore 
Robert  Shufeldt  had  negotiated  May  23,  1882, 
and  which  was  before  the  Senate  for  ratification 
as  Young  took  up  his  duties. 

In  a long  dispatch  to  Secretary  of  State  kreling- 
huysen,  October  2,  1882,  Young  delineated  the 
subtleties  of  the  situation  in  almost  prophetic 
terms : 

Whether  Corea  is  a dependency  or  a sovereignty,  China 
can  never  look  without  natural  apprehension  upon  any 
infringement  of  her  territorial  integrity.  The  maps  will 
show  the  military  importance  of  Corea.  A Russian  or  a 
Japanese  army  in  that  country  would  be  a grave  menace 
to  China. 
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He  urged  the  United  States  to  persuade  Japan  to 
modify  the  language  of  its  treaty  to  acknowledge 
the  special  relationship  between  Korea  and  China. 

Young  also  used  his  office  effectively  during  the 
dispute  between  France  and  China  in  1884,  but  for 
the  most  part  his  service  in  China  involved  protec- 
tion of  some  American  business  interests,  discour- 
agement of  opium  traffic,  and  furthering  western- 
ization in  China.  Nevertheless,  one  diplomatic 
historian  gives  Young  extremely  high  marks: 

All  things  considered,  it  is  fair  to  describe  John  Russell 
Young  as  among  the  three  or  four  most  competent  Ameri- 
can diplomatic  representatives  in  the  Far  East  in  the 
nineteenth  century.  Although  cast  by  the  circumstances 
for  a minor  part  he  was  the  peer  of  Caleb  Cushing  at 
Macao,  and  he  had  a world  wide  political  view  far  su- 
perior to  that  of  either  Burlingame  or  Townsend  Harris. 
All  his  experience  previous  to  his  services  in  Peking  had 


contributed  to  make  him  a really  finished  diplomat.  His 
trained  powers  of  observation  and  his  skill  as  a reporter, 
added  to  rare  literary  ability,  made  his  despatches  rank 
among  the  best  received  at  Washington.  His  long  political 
career  had  developed  a sense  which  served  him  well  in  a 
court  enveloped  in  political  intrigue.  His  journalistic  and 
editorial  experience,  and  his  tour  of  the  world  with  Gen- 
eral Grant,  put  him  well  at  ease  in  the  field  of  diplomacy. 
Finally,  the  remarkable  reception  given  to  General  Grant 
in  Peking  and  Tokio,  together  with  the  intimate  and  very 
cordial  personal  relations  established  by  both  Grant  and 
Young,  enabled  Young  to  go  to  his  post  in  Peking  already 
more  familiar  with  the  pressing  problems  than  was  usual 
in  those  days  or  even  later. 

Following  Grover  Cleveland’s  election.  Young 
resigned  because,  as  he  later  explained  to  the 
President,  a post  “so  important  as  this,  should  be 
filled  by  one,  who  possesses  your  entire  confi- 
dence.— ^Upon  this,  I have  no  claim,  as  I do  not 
know  you  personally. — and  I am  not  a politician. 
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but  a journalist.”  He  left  China  in  the  spring 
of  1885  and  returned  to  the  United  States,  re- 
suming his  connection  with  the  Herald.  The  year 
1886  found  Young  in  England  for  several  months, 
but  he  returned  to  Philadelphia  in  the  fall,  only 
to  end  the  year  seriously  ill.  The  year  1887  was 
a rarity  for  Young,  spent  entirely  within  the  geo- 
graphical limits  of  the  United  States.  These  years 
immediately  following  his  service  in  China  had  no 
particular  focus  as  Young  sought  to  resume  his 
journalistic  career  and  pursue  some  business 
schemes.  His  inner  life  was  restricted  to  concern 
for  his  sister  Mary  (Mrs.  John  Blakeley  of  Phil- 
adelphia) and  her  seven  children.  He  also  man- 
aged to  visit  Hartford  periodically  to  see  his  son, 
Russell. 

In  late  November  1888  Young  returned  to 
Europe,  primarily  to  assist  in  the  establishment  of 
a London  edition  of  the  New  York  Herald,  of 
which  it  was  expected  that  Young  would  be 
editor.®^  The  Paris  edition  of  the  Herald  was 
thought  to  be  costing  James  Gordon  Bennett  $100,- 
000  a year,  but  he  was  ready  tO'  launch  a London 
edition  as  well.®^  Young  wanted  to  proceed  to 
London  quickly,  but  Bennett  detained  him  in 
Paris  until  late  January  1889,  less  than  a week 
before  the  first  issue  of  the  London  edition  would 
be  published.  As  a consequence,  the  beginnings 
of  the  newspaper  were  disorganized.  After  a week 
or  10  days  of  furious  effort.  Young  predictably  fell 
ill  and  was  confined  to  his  rooms  for  a week  or 
more.  Young  remained  abroad  throughout  1889, 
principally  in  London,  but  in  mid-October  he  w'as 
recalled  to  Paris.  From  late  January  to  early  May 
1890  he  and  his  fiancee,  Mrs.  May  (Dow)  Davids, 
were  the  guests  of  James  Gordon  Bennett  on  a 
tour  of  the  Riviera,  the  Mediterranean,  the  Suez 
Canal,  the  Red  Sea,  and  the  Indian  Ocean.  Young 
returned  to  the  United  States  in  late  May  1890, 
ending  20  years  of  extensive  travels  in  Europe, 
Africa,  and  Asia. 

Young  resigned  from  the  Herald  November  4, 
and  on  November  18  at  New  York’s  Astor  House 
took  as  his  third  wife,  Mrs.  Davids.  Their  son, 
Gordon  Russell  Young,  born  December  14,  1891, 

Former  President  Ulysses  S.  Grant  and  Chinese  viceroy 
Li  Hung  Chang  during  Grant’s  visit  to  Tietsin,  May  and 
June  1879.  Young’s  friendship  with  the  two  international 
figures  did  much  to  determine  the  shape  of  his  career. 
LC~USZ62-7606 


was  to  become  a prominent  military  engineer 
and  a commissioner  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Young  thus  arrived  at  age  50  (November  20, 
1890),  having  distinguished  himself  in  journalism 
and  diplomacy.  He  was  not  in  good  health  and  had 
put  on  weight  over  the  years,  nearing  200  pounds. 
Whereas  he  had  seemed  surprisingly  young  for 
the  responsible  positions  he  held  in  the  1860’s,  he 
aged  rapidly  in  his  middle  years.  About  this  time 
(January  28,  1889)  Walt  Whitman  described 
Young  to  Horace  Traubel  as  “lymphatic^ — of 
course  not  thin:  rather  stout,  brisk,  compact — it 
might  be  said,  a strong  man.  . . . Young  was  of 
the  [Edmund]  Gosse  type — is  still,  I suppose; 
combed,  cleaned,  polished,  brushed,  exact.” 
Traubel  asked  if  Young  lacked  finesse.  Whitman 
replied:  “Hardly:  I had  reference  to  the  outer 
man — the  social  man.  Gosse  is  eminently  scholar — 
all  scholar:  the  university  man:  all  rehned,  book- 
ish, made  up.  Young  was  not  so  developed:  not 
in  that  direction : had  more  native  grit.” 

In  the  1890’s  Young  resumed  his  place  in  Phil- 
adelphia. He  had  given  up  his  regular  position 
with  the  New  York  Herald  though  he  continued 
to  write  extensively  for  Bennett’s  newspaper  to  the 
end  of  his  life.  He  was  able  now  to  contribute  more 
effectively  to  the  Philadelphia  Evening  Star,  the 
Young  family  newspaper,  and  to  other  outlets. 
Within  a year  of  his  return  to  Philadelphia  he  took 
a leading  position  in  the  Union  League  and  shortly 
thereafter  achieved  the  pinnacle  of  social  success, 
the  League  presidency.  And  in  the  summer  of 
1898 — in  the  midst  of  his  tenure  as  Librarian  of 
Congress — ^Young  was  under  some  Republican 
party  pressure  to  run  for  mayor  of  Philadelphia.®® 

In  1892  Young  served  as  a director  of  the  Union 
League  of  Philadelphia,  in  the  formation  of  which 
30  years  earlier  he  had  been  the  youngest  of  the 
founding  members.  At  the  end  of  that  year  he  was 
elected  president  of  the  League  for  1893  and  a year 
later  was  reelected.  Young’s  elevation  to  the  presi- 
dency of  the  influential,  though  not  yet  venerable, 
Philadelphia  institution  signified  his  acceptance 
by  the  established  and  socially  and  financially 
prominent.  On  the  day  he  assumed  the  presidency, 
Young  wrote  in  his  diary:  “Feel  a sense  of  deep 
responsibility.  The  honor  as  great  as  one  could 
have  in  a social  sense  in  Philadelphia.  I could  not 
hope  for  more.”  ®^ 

The  Union  League  had  been  formed  in  the 
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closing  weeks  of  1862  when  concerned  Northern- 
ers had  reason  to  doubt  that  the  fragile  Union 
would  survive  Confederate  military  victories 
crowding  in  succession  upon  their  ill-prepared 
consciousness.  Its  first  article  of  association  defined 
the  condition  of  membership  as  “unqualified 
loyalty  to  the  government  of  the  United  States, 
and  unwavering  support  of  its  efforts  for  the 
suppression  of  the  Rebellion.”  At  its  organizing 
meeting  the  charter  members  briefly  considered 
whether  membership  in  the  Republican  Party  it- 
self should  not  be  a requirement.  While  other 
Democrats  and  former  Democrats,  including 
Young’s  mentor,  John  W.  Forney,  sat  silent,  Daniel 
Dougherty  objected:  “Not  for  me!  Not  for  me! 
I am  for  the  Union — not  for  any  Republican 
President.”  A compromise  was  reached,  in  which 
support  of  the  Union  was  the  sole  condition  of 
membership.  Young  later  wrote  that  he  considered 
the  speech  by  Judge  J.  I.  Clark  Hare  in  support 
of  the  compromise  position  “the  foundation  of  the 
Union  League.” 

This  ancient  controversy  surfaced  30  years  later 
on  the  very  night  of  Young’s  election  to  the  League 
presidency.  The  date  was  December  12,  1892,  little 
more  than  a month  after  Grover  Cleveland’s  elec- 
tion to  a second  term  over  the  incumbent,  Ben- 
jamin Harrison.  Many  believed  that  Harrison’s 
defeat  was  due  to  Republican  defections.  And 
some  defections  had  apparently  occurred  even  in 
the  party  bastion,  the  Union  League  of 
Philadelphia. 

At  the  1892  meeting  a resolution  was  introduced 
to  require  members  to  sign  the  following  pledge: 

I am  a Republican.  My  political  sentiments  and  prin- 
ciples are  in  harmony  with  the  national  policy  as  ad- 
vanced by  the  Union  League.  I voted  the  Republican 
ticket  at  the  preceding  national  election.  If  I change 
my  politics  I will  at  once  resign  my  membership ; and 
In  the  event  of  my  not  doing  so,  and  sufficient  proof 
IS  adduced  that  I have  broken  this  pledge,  The  Union 
League  is  hereby  authorized  to  expunge  my  name  from 
the  roll.'^° 

After  considerable  debate  the  question  was  re- 
ferred to  a special  committee  for  report  at  the 
1893  meeting,  as  it  could  not  be  acted  on  earlier 
because  of  provisions  of  the  League  by-laws. 

The  1893  annual  meeting — the  first  over  which 
Young  presided — was  one  of  the  stormiest  in  the 
League  s history  and  one  of  the  most  far-reaching 


in  its  implications.  The  special  committee  offered 
a resolution  in  these  terms: 

Candidates  for  membership  must  be  of  good  character 
and  repute,  and  politically  affiliated  with  the  Republican 
party,  and  in  harmony  with  its  principles  as  recognized 
and  supported  by  The  Union  League.  Failure  at  any 
time,  after  the  admission  to  membership,  to  maintain 
these  qualifications  shall  subject  the  member  to  suspen- 
sion, as  hereinafter  provided  for  acts  or  conduct  hostile 
to  the  objects  of  the  League.'^ 

The  heated  and  acrimonious  debate  which  fol- 
lowed lasted  more  than  two  hours.  Civil  War 
veteran  Gen.  Louis  Wagner,  former  commander- 
in-chief  of  the  G.A.R.,  spoke  for  the  committee. 
He  made  no  attempt  to  conceal  his  contempt  and 
ridicule  for  the  opposition.  When  some  lawyers 
present  raised  technical  objections.  General  Wag- 
ner replied  that  he  did  not  know  that  any  mem- 
bers of  his  committee  were  lawyers.  “Probably  it 
was  for  that  reason  we  were  so  unanimous,  so 
prompt  and  so  effective  in  the  conclusion  we 
reached — probably,  I say.”  When  another  member 
sought  to  interrupt,  Wagner  remarked : “Patience, 
brother,  patience!  . . . — if  a man  who  is  not  a 
lawyer  dare  call  a member  of  the  bar  ‘brother.’  ” 
The  basis  for  the  grievance  was  made  quite  evident 
in  the  remarks  of  another  member  who  com- 
plained of  “gentlemen  who  had  been  admitted  as 
Republicans,  and  who  had  declared  that  they 
were  Republicans,”  who  nevertheless  announced 
their  pleasure  that  Cleveland  had  been  elected, 
“glad  of  that  which  had  put  sorrow  in  the  hearts 
of  at  least  nine  tenths  of  our  membership.”  He 
urged  adoption  of  the  resolution  so  that  “if  gentle- 
men differed  with  the  majority  of  this  League,  let 
them  keep  their  feelings  to  themselves  and  not 
flaunt  them  around  here  in  the  faces  of  others.” 
According  to  the  minutes,  the  remark  was  followed 
by  “long-continued  applause.” 

Toward  the  end  of  the  debate,  one  courageous 
defector,  George  Gluyas  Mercer,  took  the  floor. 

For  the  commemorative  photograph  of  the  reunion  at 
Gettysburg,  April  1893,  Young  stands  at  the  left  in 
stovepipe  hat  and  light,  rather  rumpled  overcoat  beside 
one-armed  Gen.  O.  O.  Howard.  General  Longstreet, 
with  full  white  sideburns,  stands  in  the  positiori  of  promi- 
nence at  the  center.  Major  General  Daniel  Sickles,  who 
lost  his  leg  at  Gettysburg,  is  seated  beside  him.  At  the 
far  left,  leaning  on  his  umbrella,  is  the  governor  of 
Pennsylvania,  Robert  Pattison.  LCMS—46584—2 
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His  appearance  was  greeted  with  catcalls  and 
abuse.  The  minutes  record  the  scene  as  follows: 
“(Note. — Here  the  expressions  of  disapprobation 
from  the  audience  which  accompanied  the  speak- 
er’s remarks  swelled  into  a volume  of  cries  of  ‘The 
question,’  ‘Sit  down,’  and  hisses.)”'^  His  next 
attempt  was  met  by  “Prolonged  cries  of  disap- 
})robation.” 

Despite  the  tenor  of  the  meeting  and  the  ma- 
jority sentiment  in  behalf  of  the  resolution,  the 
vote  did  not  reach  the  necessary  two-thirds.  A 
change  of  only  18  votes  out  of  a total  of  about 
500  would  have  provided  the  necessary  margin. 
After  the  failure  to  adopt  General  Wagner’s  strin- 
gent resolution,  the  League  unanimously  approved 
a watered-down  version,  “that  the  Directors  ought 
not  to  admit  to  membership  any  applicant  not 
politically  affiliated  with  the  Republican  party.”'^ 
In  the  words  of  the  League  historian,  the  com- 
promise principle,  although  never  made  part  of 
the  bylaws,  “has  been  adhered  to  ever  since.” 

Young’s  conduct  of  the  meeting  was  firm  and 
fair,  and,  although  he  cannot  be  said  to  have  main- 


tained order,  the  character  of  the  meeting  was 
such  that  it  probably  could  not  have  been  kept 
in  stricter  control.  Once  the  membership  question 
was  disposed  of.  Young  relinquished  the  chair 
for  the  remainder  of  the  long  evening,  at  the 
conclusion  of  which  his  reelectiori  was  announced 
by  the  largest  vote  in  League  history  to  that  time. 
Although  Young  was  no  longer  the  arrogant  doc- 
trinaire of  the  1860’s,  it  is  impossible  to  under- 
stand him  fully  outside  the  context  of  a fierce  and 
sometimes  savage  partisanship  for  the  Republican 
cause,  of  which  the  Union  League  debate  is  an 
example. 

Despite  the  satisfactions  and  tributes  which  his 
presidency  of  the  Union  League  brought  him. 
Young  himself  was  undoubtedly  most  gratified  in 
these  years  by  the  two-day  30th  anniversary  re- 
union at  Gettysburg  of  Confederate  and  Union 
officers  in  April  1893.”^  It  was,  as  the  New  York 
Times  (May  1,  1893)  acknowledged,  a decidedly 
personal  triumph: 

The  party  was  brought  together  by  John  Russell  Young, 
and  it  is  doubtful  whether  any  other  man  in  the  country 
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could  have  gathered  together  so  many  persons  living  at 
remote  points  and  representing  so  many  varied  interests. 
The  Pennsylvania  Railroad  placed  a special  train  at 
Mr.  Young’s  disposal,  including  a hotel  car  and  a com- 
bination baggage  and  smoking  car,  under  the  personal 
charge  of  Mr.  J.  P.  McWilliams  of  its  passenger 
department. 

General  James  Longstreet  was  the  central  figure 
of  the  gathering,  but  Generals  O.  O.  Howard, 
E.  P.  Alexander,  William  Mahone,  D.  McMurtrie 
Gregg,  Daniel  Sickles,  Pennsylvania  Governor 
Robert  E.  Pattison,  and  many  other  lesser  known 
military  men  made  up  the  party  of  40.  In  his  diary 
for  April  28,  Young  wrote:  “Never  had  a more 
interesting  day  & this  the  end  of  so  much  negotia- 
tion, pulling  & hauling.”  The  second  day’s  activ- 
ities were  somewhat  curtailed  by  a rainstorm,  but 
a commemorative  picture  was  taken,  in  which 
Young,  standing  between  General  Howard  and 
Governor  Pattison,  looks  as  “tired”  as  his  diary 
entry  for  that  day  (April  29)  revealed  him  to  be. 

The  excursion  to  Gettysburg  was  facilitated  by 
Young’s  position  as  president  of  the  Union  League 
and  a vice  president  of  the  Philadelphia  and  Read- 
ing Railroad.  Before  the  year  was  out,  however, 
changes  at  the  Reading  led  to  Young’s  departure, 
and  he  faced  the  new  year  with  his  customary 
anxieties.  “I  have  had  more  cares  than  usual,”  he 
wrote  in  his  diary  December  31,  “&  perhaps  never 
entered  a new  [year]  with  more  anxiety.  The  gap 
in  my  affairs  from  the  Reading  overthrow  has  been 
a serious  one.  But  I have  done  the  best.  I have 
many  reasons  for  gratitude  to  God.  ...  I look 
forward  with  hope — without  fear.” 

In  addition  to  his  journalism  and  activities  asso- 
ciated with  the  Union  League,  Young  was  oc- 
cupied in  the  mid-1890’s  with  several  publishing 
projects.  The  most  ambitious  was  the  two-volume 
memorial  history  of  Philadelphia,  which  he 
edited.^®  The  first  volume,  which  appeared  in 
1895,  was  dedicated  to  Robert  Todd  Lincoln 
“with  the  friendship  and  esteem  of  the  editor.” 
Young  also  contributed  a 16-page  introduction  to 
James  P.  Boyd’s  biography  of  James  G,  Blaine, 
published  in  1893.^^  Throughout  the  period  plans 
were  also  afoot  for  a chronicle  of  the  Union 
League,  which  Young  had  planned  as  chairman 
of  the  League  committee  on  publication.  Like 
many  of  his  enterprises,  this  work  reached  print 
after  his  death,  and  with  the  signs  of  his  paternity 
obscured.'®  Young  also  began  to  lay  plans  and 


make  preparations  for  a biography  of  Ulysses  S. 
Grant,  an  occupation  of  a decade,  according  to 
his  estimate. 

A visit  to  Mexico  in  late  1895  and  early  1896 
had  serious  consequences.  He  returned  to  Phila- 
delphia February  8,  1896,  “very  ill.”  He  was  con- 
valescent for  nearly  two  months,  in  the  midst  of 
which  his  doctor  died.  By  early  April  Young  was 
well  enough  to  travel  to  Hartford  and  New  York 
to  see  his  son  Russell  confirmed  in  the  Gongrega- 
tional  Church.  Later  that  month  he  was  in  Harris- 
burg for  the  Republican  state  convention,  which 
endorsed  four  reform  bills  prepared  by  a special 
committee,  of  which  Young  had  been  chairman, 
bills  providing  civil  service  for  state  and  local 
governments. 

The  year  1896  was,  of  course,  a national  election 
year,  one  in  which  the  Republicans  expected  to 
resume  their  stewardship  of  the  presidency  as  they 
had  regained  control  of  Congress  in  1894. 
Throughout  the  spring  the  candidacy  of  William 
McKinley  gained  momentum.  Young  wrote  in  his 
diary  (May  5)  : “The  McKinley  movement  seems 
a land  slide.  I cannot  comprehend  it,  except  upon 
grounds  that  one  cannot  but  regret  in  politics.” 
The  grounds  were  the  influence  of  wealth,  and 
Young’s  hope  was  that  a vice-presidential  nominee 
would  be  chosen  acceptable  to  the  Grant  faction 
of  the  party. 

For  10  days  in  mid-June,  while  the  Republican 
national  convention  met  in  St.  Louis,  Young  was 
in  Canton,  Ohio,  where  he  was  entertained  by  Mc- 
Kinley and  had  several  private  talks  with  the 
Ohio  governor.  Although  characteristically  acerbic 
about  the  place  (“There  is  nothing  in  Canton  but 
the  air”).  Young  secured  a better  opinion  of 
McKinley  and  described  him  as  “the  best  type 
of  the  eminent  American.”  McKinley’s  opinion  of 
Young  was  also  high.  The  approaching  election 
and  its  consequences,  therefore,  were  of  great 
interest  to  Young,  not  merely  as  an  influential 
practicing  journalist,  but  as  an  adviser  and  con- 
fidant of  those  in  the  highest  party  circles.  In 
addition,  his  younger  brother,  James  Rankin 
Young,  was  not  only  to  make  his  first  race  for 
Congress  successfully  later  that  year  but  to  lead 
the  Republican  ticket  in  Pennsylvania. 

Before  the  election,  however,  there  occurred  the 
kind  of  ceremonial  occasion  in  which  Young  found 
repeated  delight.  His  old  friend  Li  Hung  Chang, 
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principal  viceroy  of  China,  made  a formal  visit 
to  the  United  States  on  his  return  from  the  coro- 
nation of  Czar  Nicholas  II.  In  tribute  to  Young, 
Li  consented  to  be  entertained  at  the  Union 
League  as  well  as  to  make  a private  and  informal 
visit  to  Young’s  own  home.  Young  went  to  New 
York  City  to  meet  Li  on  August  28.  The  following 
day  he  was  present  at  the  home  of  W.  G.  Whitney 
in  honor  of  Li,  a gathering  which  included  Presi- 
dent Cleveland,  several  Cabinet  members,  and 
former  ministers  to  China.  On  August  30  Young 
assisted  Mrs.  Grant  in  a reception  for  Li.  Two 
days  later  he  accompanied  Li  to  West  Point.  On 
September  3 Li  visited  Philadelphia,  seeing  In- 
dependence Hall  and  attending  a reception  at  the 
Union  League,  in  addition  to  making  his  private 
visit  with  Young  and  his  wife  and  their  son  Gordon. 

McKinley’s  election  in  November  brought 
about  profound  changes  in  Young’s  way  of  life, 
some  immediate  and  some  remote.  By  February 
1897  he  had  made  Washington  his  base  of  opera- 
tions (though  not  his  residence)  for  his  special 
articles  for  the  New  York  Herald  and  the  Phila- 
delphia Evening  Star.  Until  the  President-elect 
took  office  in  March,  there  would  be  intense  spec- 
ulation about  appointments.  Young  himself  was 
among  those  frequently  mentioned.  In  his  diary 
for  February  22,  he  wrote:  “All  manner  of  rumors 
about  my  going  into  the  cabinet.”  The  Philadelphia 
newspapers  reported  that  Young  was  under  con- 
sideration as  assistant  secretary  of  state,  secretary 
of  the  navy,  and  as  a minister  to  one  or  more 
countries.  Young  himself  would  have  liked  to  be 
named  minister  to  Spain,  which  he  knew  well, 
a post  earlier  held  by  literary  men,  Washington 
Irving  and  James  Russell  Lowell.  However,  he  was 
apparently  thought  of  diplomatically  only  in  con- 
nection with  a return  to  China,  which  did  not 
attract  him. 

On  January  21,  1897,  Young  recorded  in  his 
diary  receipt  of  ‘‘a  very  important  communication 
from  Mr.  McKinley.’’  Such  a communication  is 
not  present  in  the  Library’s  McKinley  papers  or 
Young  papers,  but  about  this  time  Henry  Watter- 
son,  Alexander  McClure,  and  James  M.  Carson, 
among  others,  were  pressing  Young’s  claims  upon 
McKinley.  Nevertheless,  Young  was  not  to  receive 
an  appointment  before  organization  of  the  new 
government  in  March.  On  May  4 Young  called 
on  the  President,  who  “said  that  he  would  have 


an  important  nomination  very  soon: — namely 
that  of  the  Librarian  of  Congress. — Would  like 
to  nominate  Mr  Spofford,  but  was  afraid  he  could 
not — I presume  he  had  me  in  mind, — but  I made 
no  suggestion. — • Would  rather  be  paralyzed  than 
in  any  way  disturb  Spofford — .”  Spofford’s  well- 
known  mishandling  of  Library  accounts  (which 
Young  would  later  hear  characterized  as  “crimi- 
nal neglect”)  effectively  prevented  his  appoint- 
ment. Over  the  next  few  weeks  Young  satisfied 
himself  that  Spofford  was  not  a possible  candidate, 
and  by  June  1 his  own  own  appointment  was  ex- 
pected. It  came  June  30,  and  the  Senate  confirmed 
the  new  Librarian  the  same  day.  Young  took  great 
satisfaction  in  the  immediate  confirmation,  which 
he  believed  to  be  “unprecedented.”  The  news- 
paper accounts  of  Young’s  appointment  were  fol- 
lowed by  the  printing  of  a face-saving  letter  from 
Spofford  to  the  President,  dated  June  28,  1897, 
disavowing  his  own  candidacy  to  continue  in  the 
position. 

John  Russell  Young  was  Librarian  of  Congress 
from  July  1,  1897,  until  his  death  January  17, 
1899,  long  enough  to  prepare  two  annual  reports, 
issued  in  December  1897  and  1898,  respectively, 
and  covering  Library  developments  through  the 
preceding  June  30.  (In  fact,  the  reports  covered 
many  developments  occurring  up  to  the  date  of 
writing,  which  in  those  days  was  very  shortly 
before  publication.)  Young  was  better  satisfied 
with  the  first  report  than  the  second,  which  was 
more  a “record”  than  an  “anticipation.” 

Both  reports  together  provide  evidence  of  the 
Young  way  of  dealing  with  things  and  touch  on 
six  fundamental  aspects  of  Young’s  Librarian- 
ship:  the  administrative  transition,  relocation  of 
the  library,  appointments,  reorganization,  develop- 
ment of  the  collections,  and  innovative  steps  by 
the  new  Librarian. 

After  a few  months  in  office  Young  concluded, 
“All  of  the  antecedent  affairs  appear  in  confu- 
sion,” but  his  public  references  to  his  predeces- 
sor showed  forbearance.  The  muddled  state  of 
copyright  finances  is  papered  over  thus:  “Amount 
of  copyright  fees  reported  by  Mr.  Spofford  from 
July  1,  1896,  to  April  30,  1897,  with  receipts  for 
May  and  June  estimated,  no  accounts  therefor 
having  been  rendered.”  In  his  diary  (March  3, 
1898),  on  the  other  hand,  after  a conversation 
with  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Lyman  Gage  and 
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Ivepresentative  Alexander  Dockery,  Young  re- 
ported the  impression  (whether  his  or  Dockery’s 
is  not  clear)  that  SpofTord’s  handling  of  Library 
appropriations  for  1896  and  1897  had  been  “crim- 
inal neglect.”  Nor  was  he  satisfied  with  the  Li- 
brary’s holdings.  The  collections  of  the  Library 
constituted  “a  good  working  library  of  authorities” 
but  not  “a  universal  library”  capable  of  “satisfying 
the  wants  of  scholars.”  Nevertheless,  he  acknowl- 
edged that  SpofFord  had  “long  striven  in  vain 
for  appropriations  to  secure  [the  Library’s] 
natural  growth.”  Young  always  treated  Spof- 
ford  with  the  respect  due  an  old  friend  and  pred- 
ecessor in  office,  but  he  left  no  doubt  in  the  minds 
of  the  staff  that  a new  administrative  day  had 
dawned  in  the  Library  of  Congress. 

The  tenure  of  John  Russell  Young  as  Librarian 
will  always  be  associated  with  the  opening  of  the 
elegant  Washington  landmark  which  to  many  is 
“the”  Library  of  Congress.  The  story  of  its  con- 
struction has  been  told  elsewhere. It  had  been 
expected  that  the  relocation  of  the  Library  hold- 
ings from  the  Capitol  to  the  new  building  would 
occur  between  March  4 (the  customary  beginning 
of  a long  congressional  adjournment)  and  July  1, 
1897.  The  first  session  of  the  55th  Congress,  how- 
ever, began  March  15  and  continued  until  July  24, 
1897.  As  a consequence,  the  move  was  delayed. 
The  old  Library  closed  a week  after  congressional 
adjournment,  except  for  copyright  business.  The 
relocation  of  the  books  was  the  occupation  of 
virtually  the  entire  staff  over  the  next  three 
months.  The  new  Library  opened  to  the  public 
November  1,  although  some  work  was  still  in 
progress  on  the  building  and  its  contents.  In  his 
1897  Report  (p.  6)  Young  paid  tribute  to  “the 
care,  foresight,  and  industry  of  the  staff”  which 
not  only  permitted  movement  of  the  Library’s 
“manifold  and  various  treasures”  in  10  weeks,  but 
did  so  “without  the  loss  or  apparent  misplacement 
of  a volume.” 

Ti'hm^s  were  not  quite  as  rosy  as  the  Report 
implied.  For  example,  there  had  been  a robbery  in 
the  Law  Library  in  mid-August.  Young  was  also 
still  much  concerned  about  the  theft  of  manu- 
scripts in  early  1896  by  two  employees,  Philip 
McElhone  and  Lewis  Turner.  But  in  the  physical 
arrangements  of  the  Library’s  holdings  he  took 
satisfaction,  privately  as  well  as  publicly. 

One  problem,  however,  Young  did  not  obscure. 


His  commentary  in  the  annual  reports  on  appoint- 
ments may  lack  the  frantic  eloquence  of  his  diaries 
and  correspondence  on  the  subject,  but  it  is  candid 
and  to  the  point.  The  Library  was  authorized  to 
increase  its  staff  from  42  to  108  on  July  1,  1897. 
Until  completion  of  the  move.  Young  delayed 
many  appointments  though  he  made  the  key  staff 
appointments  as  soon  as  possible.  Young’s  prob- 
lems with  appointments  were  dual : the  number 
of  applicants  and  the  advocacy  of  Senators  and 
Representatives  for  particular  candidates.  Even- 
tually, the  whole  question  became  so  oppressive 
that  Young  lost  all  sense  of  proportion.  In  his  diary 
for  September  2,  1898,  he  wrote:  “I  cannot  make 
the  Library  an  almshouse.  I cannot  appoint  in- 
competent people.  I cannot  put  a thousand  pegs 
in  a hundred  holes.  It  is  all  a miserable,  teasing, 
harrowing  business,  and  ‘wears  out  the  soul.’  ” 
Three  weeks  later  he  thought  there  “never  was  a 
more  perplexing  problem.” 

Although  such  comments  reveal  more  about 
Young  than  the  Library,  the  new  Librarian  was 
under  great  pressure,  from  both  applicants  and 
their  congressional  sponsors.  On  the  average,  there 
were  more  than  40  applications  for  every  vacancy. 
Giving  due  consideration  to  such  numbers  was  the 
first  problem.  Most  of  the  applicants,  moreover, 
seemed  to  have  at  least  one  congressional  advocate. 
Young  consequently  became  involved  in  an  end- 
less round  of  correspondence,  fending  off  impor- 
tunate job-hunters  and  keeping  their  sponsors  at 
bay.  The  following  letter,  to  Senator  John  M. 
Thurston,  November  1,  1897,  is  typical: 

I deeply  regret  that  any  action  of  mine  should  give  you 
cause  for  “just  criticism.”  The  problem  with  which  I 
have  been  struggling  has  been  that  of  putting  five 
thousand  pegs  into  a hundred  holes.  I have  considered, 
primarily,  fitness  for  library  work.  This  I had  to  do, 
or  the  Library  might  as  well  close.  . . . 

You  say,  further,  that  you  are  “justified  in  believing 
that  most  of  the  appointments  in  the  Library  are  secured 
through  considerations  of  favoritism,  with  an  utter  dis- 
regard of  the  just  claims  of  Republican  Senators  from 
certain  of  the  Western  States.”  As  this  is  rather  a criti- 
cism than  a statement  of  fact,  it  is  difficult  to  answer 
it.  So  far  as  “favoritism”  is  concerned,  I have  broken 
life-long  friendships  because  I did  not  appoint  favorites. 
I had  no  one  to  serve  when  I became  the  Librarian. 
Never  sought  the  office,  resigned  larger  emoluments  to 
accept  it.  I have  as  much  personal  interest  in  the  ap- 
pointments as  I would  have  in  a game  of  chess.  . . 

On  January  6,  1898,  Young  called  upon  Presi- 
dent McKinley  and  urged  him  to  put  the  Library' 
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under  civil  service.  The  President  said  “he  would 
do  it,  as  soon  as  1 was  ready.”  Young’s  congres- 
sional advisers,  however,  were  opposed.  On  Febru- 
ary 4 he  discussed  the  subject  with  Senator  Eugene 
Hale,  who  “had  some  doubts  as  to  the  Civil  serv- 
ice, so  far  as  the  Library  is  concerned.  Thought 
one  department  should  be  free.”  Ten  days  later 
Young  saw  the  President  again,  who  indicated  his 
willingness  to  bring  the  Library  employees  into 
civil  sei’vdce  within  30  days,  but  on  the  same  day 
Representative  Henry  H.  Bingham  told  Young 
that  “the  law  did  not  permit”  the  President  to 
enact  civil  service  in  the  Library.  Young’s  diary 
fell  silent  on  the  subject  for  several  months,  and 
his  annual  reports  do  not  mention  it.  However,  on 
December  23,  1898,  his  diary  records  that  he 
“sent  message  to  Mr.  McKinley  in  regard  to  civil 
service  reform.”  Young  died  barely  three  weeks 
later.  At  the  confirmation  hearings  of  his  succes- 
sor, Herbert  Putnam  was  asked  if  he  favored  civil 
service  for  Library  employees.  Putnam  equivo- 
cated, but  generally  opposed  it  for  the  Library  of 
Congress.  The  1901  annual  report,  Putnam’s  first 
extensive  report,  states  succinctly  (p.  203)  : “The 
appointments  are  not  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
the  civil-service  law,  which  applies  only  to  the 
Executive  Departments  of  the  Government.”  So 
much  for  civil  service. 

The  appropriations  act  for  fiscal  1898,  which 
was  the  instrument  for  establishing  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  “new”  Library,  contained  the  follow- 
ing clause;  “Provided,  That  all  persons  employed 
in  and  about  said  Library  of  Congress  under  the 
Librarian  . . . shall  be  appointed  solely  with  refer- 
ence to  their  fitness  for  their  particular  duties.” 

To  verify  “fitness,”  Young  appointed  a three-man 
board  (the  Chief  Assistant  Librarian,  the  register 
of  copyrights,  and  the  superintendent  of  the  read- 
ing room)  to  examine  applicants  for  Library  posi- 
tions. The  candidates  included  many  Library  em- 
ployees on  probationary  appointment.  The  ex- 
amination took  place  April  20,  1898,  and  consisted 
of  about  a dozen  questions  on  each  of  the  depart- 
ments. The  appendix  to  the  1898  Report  includes 
the  questions,  which  ranged  from  the  technical 
(“What  is  meant  by  the  word  ‘entry,’  as  used  in 
cataloguing?”)  to  the  historical  (“Who  was  Peter 
Force?”).  The  examining  board  was  Young’s 
chief  reliance  in  answering  congressional  criticism, 
whether  by  individuals  or  that  contained  in  a 


Senate  resolution  of  December  17,  1897.  In  his 
1898  Report,  partially  in  reply  to  that  resolution, 
Young  stated  flatly : “There  have  been  no  removals 
and  no  appointments  for  political  reasons.” 
Young,  of  course,  had  been  a lifelong  Republican 
partisan,  and  the  Library  Journal  had  criticized 
his  own  appointment  as  an  example  of  political 
preferment,  which  in  part  it  was.  Nevertheless,  his 
sturdy  sense  of  integrity  and  his  resistance  to 
patronage  requests  preserved,  at  a crucial  time  for 
the  Library,  the  spirit  of  civil  service  even  though 
the  letter  had  been  denied  him. 

For  key  positions  Young  appointed  Spofford  as 
his  Chief  Assistant  Librarian : Thorvald  Solberg  as 
register  of  copyrights,  a position  he  was  to  occupy 
for  more  than  30  years;  J.  C.  M.  Hanson,  who  was 
in  charge  of  the  Catalogue  Department  for  13 
years  before  concluding  his  career  at  the  University 
of  Chicago;  and,  as  first  chief  of  the  Department 
of  Manuscripts,  Herbert  Friedenwald,  who  was  to 
win  fame  for  his  activity  in  the  American  Jewish 
Historical  Society  and  editor  of  the  American 
Jewish  Yearbook.  Young  also  advanced  staff  mem- 
bers within  the  Library,  such  as  the  cartographer, 
P.  Lee  Phillips,  and  SpofTord’s  chief  assistant, 
David  Hutcheson,  who  was  made  superintendent 
of  the  reading  room.  Young  brought  A.  P.  C. 
Griffin,  formerly  of  the  Boston  Public  Library, 
and  Arthur  R.  Kimball,  state  librarian  of  New 
Hampshire,  to  the  staff  later.  His  intention  in  his 
principal  appointments  was  to  have  all  sections  of 
the  country  represented,  befitting  the  national 
character  of  the  Library.  Hence  Thomas  H.  Clark, 
former  speaker  of  the  Alabama  legislature,  was 
named  law  librarian. Hanson,  from  Wisconsin, 
was  named  after  another  midwesterner,  Alexander 
J.  Rudolph,  had  declined  to  be  considered.  As 
David  Mearns  put  it  in  The  Story  Up  to  Now,  “It 
was  a good  team.  It  was  a good  start.”  The 
Library  Journal,  which  had  initially  (July  1897) 
deplored  Young’s  appointment  as  “a  matter  of 
regret  and  disappointment,”  grudgingly  admitted 
two  months  later:  “Nothing  can  do  more  to  justify 
the  selection  of  Mr.  Young  than  the  admirable  ap- 
pointments he  has  made  for  the  leading  posi- 
tions.” 

Young  also  sought  a balanced  staff  in  what 
would  now  be  called  the  hiring  of  minorities.  Ap- 
proximately 10  percent  of  the  staff  were  black 
employees,  more  than  half  of  whom  Young  ap- 
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pointed.  As  Librarian’s  messenger  he  appointed 
Louis  Alexander,  who  had  been  employed  in  his 
own  Philadelphia  household.  Another  interesting 
appointment  was  that  of  Paul  Laurence  Dunbar, 
whom  Young  identified  in  a note  to  Senator  George 
F.  Hoar  as  “the  well-known  young  colored  poet.” 
Young  seems  to  have  taken  a special  interest  in 
Dunbar,  who  had  been  recommended  to  him  by 
Robert  Ingersoll,  “for  long,  long  years”  one  of 
Young’s  “most  honored  and  valued  friends.” 
When  Dunbar  fell  ill  in  late  1898,  Young  gave  him 
the  maximum  leave  allowed  by  law  (60  days)  and 
assured  him  that  his  position  was  secure  and  would 
be  awaiting  his  return  January  1.  However,  on 
January  1 Young  was  on  his  deathbed  and  Dunbar 
did  not  resume  his  position. 

As  a result  of  his  appointments,  about  one- 
quarter  of  the  staff  during  Young’s  tenure  were 
women.  This  proportion  was  the  result  of  his 
conscious  effort  to  employ  women  in  substantial 
numbers.  Young  later  came  to  regret  the  action 
because  the  work  was  too  strenuous,  he  thought, 
especially  during  the  transition  period.  He  made 
the  appointment  of  women  the  subject  of  a para- 
graph in  the  1897  Report,  expressing  the  hope  that 
“in  a year  or  two”  there  would  be  more  “gentle  and 
useful  offices  suitable  for  women.”  In  private. 
Young  was  by  turns  oppressed  and  philosophical 
over  the  problem.  To  J.  W.  Babcock,  he  wrote, 
October  18,  1897:  “The  lady  applicants  have 
given  me  a great  deal  of  anxiety.  So  many  hun- 
dreds who  have  every  accomplishment  but  aptitude 
for  library  work — so  much  sorrow — such  sore 
distress — a hundred  sad  tales  a day.”  The  next  day, 
however,  he  wrote  to  Senator  George  P.  Wetmore: 
“There  is  a universal  impression  that  the  Library 
is  a Garden  of  Eden,  especially  designed  for  ladies. 
I am  the  angel  with  the  flaming  sword  barring  the 
entrance.  On  the  contrary,  the  work  is  severe — 
must  be  for  a year  or  so,  until  we  are 
reorganized.” 

Reorganization  was  a major  concern  of  the  new 
Librarian.  To  the  President’s  secretary,  John  Addi- 
son Porter,  Young  wrote  on  September  14,  1897: 

There  is  chaos  in  the  Library  and  each  depart- 
ment has  had  to  be  reorganized  from  the  ground 
up.  Until  shortly  before  Young’s  appointment, 
the  Library  was  organized  into  two  departments: 
general  and  law.  Appropriations  for  the  increase 
of  the  general  department  were  under  the  direction 


of  a joint  committee  of  three  Senators  and  three 
Representatives;  those  for  law,  under  the  direction 
of  the  Ghief  Justice.  The  President  “solely”  had 
authority  to  “appoint  from  time  to  time  a Librarian 
to  take  charge  of  the  Library  of  Congress.”  A con- 
current resolution  of  the  Senate  May  5,  1896,  called 
upon  the  Joint  Committee  to  investigate  “the 
condition  of  the  Library  of  Congress,  and  to  report 
upon  the  same  at  the  next  session  of  Congress, 
with  such  recommendations  as  may  be  deemed 
advisable;  also  to  report  a plan  for  the  organiza- 
tion, custody,  and  management  of  the  new  Library 
building  and  the  Library  of  Congress.”  The  Joint 
Committee  took  testimony  from  a number  of 
witnesses  (including  Melvil  Dewey  and  Herbert 
Putnam),  to  the  extent  of  279  printed  pages.®'^ 
Before  the  Joint  Committee  could  make  its 
recommendations,  however,  the  full  House  acted 
on  appropriations  for  fiscal  1898  and,  in  doing 
so,  preempted  the  field  by  establishing  the  organi- 
zation of  the  new  Library  and  specifying  its 
officers  and  staff.  The  law  as  amended  and  signed 
by  President  Cleveland  February  19,  1897,  pro- 
vided for  a catalog  department,  a copyright  de- 
partment, a manuscript  department,  a music  de- 
partment, a periodical  department,  and  the  fol- 
lowing administrative  units,  which  were  the 
equivalent  of  departments:  reading  room,  art 
gallery,  hall  of  maps  and  charts,  congressional 
reference  library  at  the  Capitol,  and  law  library. 
These  departments  were  to  have  “superin- 
tendents,” except  that  the  principal  officers  of  the 
reading  room,  catalog  department,  and  copyright 
department  were  designated  assistant  librarian, 
chief,  and  register  of  copyrights,  respectively. 
There  was  also  to  be  a Chief  Assistant  Librarian. 
The  act  also  established  the  position  of  super- 
intendent of  the  Library  building  and  grounds, 
coequal  with  the  Librarian  in  compensation  and 
alike  subject  to  Presidential  appointment  and 
Senatorial  confirmation.^ 

That  was  the  organizational  scheme  which, 
along  with  some  subsidiary  units.  Young  inherited 
as  Librarian  of  Congress.  During  his  tenure  he 
effected  some  administrative  changes  (creation  of 
an  order  department  and  a mail  and  supply  depart- 
ment and  establishment  of  a pavilion  for  the 
blind)  and  proposed  others  (a  circulating  depart- 
ment, a restoration  and  binding  department,  a 
juvenile  department) . Young  was  initially  opposed 
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to  a circulating  department  but  apparently  ac- 
ceded to  Spofford  in  requesting  it.  Before  its 
establishment,  however,  creation  of  a public 
library  for  the  District  of  Columbia  made  it  un- 
necessary. Despite  the  proliferation  of  departments, 
which  was  probably  unavoidable  in  the  shake- 
down  period  of  Young’s  tenure,  the  Librarian  him- 
self was  of  quite  another  mind.  He  would  have 
preferred  fewer  departments,  “condensation,”  as 
he  phrased  it.'*'  In  his  diary  for  August  11,  1898, 
Young  wrote:  “The  main  trouble  with  these  de- 
partments is  that  each  wishes  to  become  a small 
kingdom  in  itself  & rule  independent.  The  bill 
should  be  changed  so  as  to  reduce  them  all  into 
three  important  departments — Copyright,  Cata- 
logue [,  and]  Administration.” 

No  phase  of  the  Library  concerned  Young  more 
than  development  of  the  collections.  On  June  12, 
1898,  he  confided  to  his  diary:  “I  am  trying  to 
build  the  library  far  into  the  future,  to  make  it  a 
true  library  of  research.”  To  accomplish  this  end, 
he  sought  increased  appropriations,  private  gifts, 
and  exchanges,  all  within  the  context  of  firm 
bibliographical  control  of  the  collections. 

Young  sought  significantly  increased  appropri- 
ations for  development  of  the  collections  (“The 
only  interests  in  the  Liby  which  concern  me  are 
what  pertains  to  its  development.”).®'^  On  Janu- 
ary 14,  1898,  however,  a few  days  before  the  House 
Appropriations  Committee  hearings,  he  learned 
that  there  would  not  be  “much  effort  to  give  the 
Liby  money,  that  it  will  be  rather  on  Spofford’s 
lines.”  Senator  William  B.  Allison  “said  that  next 
year  there  would  be  more  chance  of  doing  some- 
thing in  the  way  of  buying  new  books.”  The  funds 
for  books  (general)  for  fiscal  1898  had  been  a mere 
$4,000,  of  which  Young  managed  to  spend  all 
but  71  cents.  Por  the  following  year  he  asked  for 
$30,000  plus  $5,000  additionally  for  manuscript 
purchases,  of  which  he  was  granted  only  $15,000, 
with  nothing  specifically  for  manuscripts.  To  one 
as  keenly  aware  of  the  Library’s  needs  as  Young 
was,  the  result  was  disappointing.  In  his  1898 
Report  (p.  6),  he  wrote:  “While  the  Librarian  is 
grateful  for  the  recent  increased  appropriation  of 
$15,000,  it  would  be  wise  to  increase  this  so  as  to 
broaden  the  Library  in  every  phase  of  progress.” 
The  Library,  he  reminded  the  Congress,  is  “an 
asset,  not  an  expense.” 

Senator  George  Hoar  of  Massachusetts  was,  in 


Young’s  words,  “one  of  the  best  friends  of  the 
Library,”  one  who  believed  that  the  Library  should 
have  a fund  of  $200,000  “from  which  to  draw  in 
the  way  of  getting  at  books.”  ®®  The  two  men 
worked  closely  on  the  most  notable  private  gift 
during  Young’s  tenure,  the  art  collection  and 
library  of  Gardiner  Greene  Hubbard,  along  with 
the  promise  of  a bequest  of  $20,000  for  the  in- 
crease of  the  collection  following  Mrs.  Hubbard’s 
death.  Young  was  attentive  in  negotiating  for  the 
Hubbard  collection  and  made  several  trips  to 
“Twin  Oaks,”  the  spacious  Hubbard  estate,  later 
to  be  the  Washington  home  of  the  Hubbards’ 
daughter  and  son-in-law,  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Alexander 
Graham  Bell,  and  still  later  the  Ghinese  embassy. 
The  negotiation  was  delicate  because  Mrs.  Hub- 
bard wanted  the  collection  housed  in  a designated 
room  in  the  Library  to  be  thereafter  called  “The 
Gardiner  Greene  Hubbard  Library.”  She  so  stipu- 
lated in  her  letter  offering  the  collection  March  21, 
1898.  Although  Young  acquiesced  in  this  phase  of 
the  request  in  his  transmittal  letter  of  March  30 
to  the  Joint  Committee,  privately  he  thought  that 
it  “would  have  been  better  to  have  given  the  works 
& left  the  arrangement  to  the  Librarian.”  The 
Senate  also  objected  to  calling  parts  of  public 
buildings  after  the  names  of  individual  citizens.  It 
was  Senator  Hoar  who  secured  the  compromise  by 
means  of  which  the  collection,  but  not  part  of  the 
Library  of  Congress,  was  to  bear  Mr.  Hubbard’s 
name.  The  revised  resolution  of  acceptance 
passed  the  Senate  fune  27,  1898,  and  the  House 
July  7.1®! 

Young’s  extensive  international  travel  and  his 
contacts  in  the  diplomatic  service  led  to  the  prep- 
aration of  a circular  letter  to  diplomatic  and  con- 
sular representatives  of  the  United  States  in  behalf 
of  the  Library.  Prepared  and  distributed  by  Young 
in  consultation  with  Secretary  of  State  William  R. 
Day,  the  letter  was  dispatched  February  16,  1898. 
An  appendix  (p.  83-87)  to  the  1898  Report  lists 
the  first  fruits  of  that  effort,  nearly  300  volumes 
and  pamphlets  from  20  embassies  and  consulates. 
“Under  a reciprocal  and  considerate  policy,” 
Young  wrote  in  the  1898  Report  (p.  6),  “the 
Library  by  the  mere  processes  of  administration 
could  be  largely  increased  in  value.”  Young  also 
sent  the  curator  of  manuscripts,  Dr.  Friedenwald, 
to  Cuba  in  early  January  1899  to  locate  and  ac- 
quire library  materials.  After  Young’s  death  on 
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January  17,  Spofford  summarily  recalled  Frieden- 
wald  to  Washington.  Despite  the  abbreviated  ven- 
ture, Friedenwald  secured  126  manuscripts  and 
some  300  books  and  pamphlets  for  the  collections. 
The  favor  with  which  the  Chinese  regarded  Young 
as  a result  of  his  travels  with  Grant,  his  ministry 
in  the  1880’s,  and,  above  all,  his  friendship  with 
Li  Hung  Chang  is  evident  in  the  arrangement 
Young  made  with  the  Chinese  ambassador,  Wu 
Ting-fang,  for  employees  of  the  embassy  to  catalog 
Chinese  books  in  the  Library,  largely  acquired 
through  purchase  of  the  library  of  Caleb  Cushing- 
One  of  the  most  widely  traveled  men  of  his  gen- 
eration, Young  showed  that  he  was  keenly  aware 
of  the  need  to  internationalize  the  Library’s  col- 
lections, to  supplement  the  Americana  derived 
from  gifts  and  copyright  deposits. 

Among  the  hidden  evidences  of  Young’s  contri- 
butions to  internationalize  the  Library  of  Congress 
is  the  series  of  gifts  by  William  W.  Rockhill  of 
Orientalia,  chiefly,  Chinese  books.  The  Librarian’s 
annual  reports  for  1901  and  1902  record  the  ex- 
tent to  which  the  Library  was  indebted  to  Rock- 
hill,  assistant  secretary  of  state,  for  the  growth 
of  its  Chinese  collections.  What  such  reports  do 
not  record  was  that  Rockhill  was  one  of  Young’s 
“boys”  in  the  State  Department,  having  served  as 
secretary  of  the  legation  when  Young  was  min- 
ister to  China.  Young  and  Rockhill  were  frequent 
correspondents  from  the  mid-1880’s  to  the  late 
1890’s,  and  Young’s  letters  to  Rockhill  in  Har- 
vard’s Houghton  Library  document  a close  and 
personal  friendship,  which  undoubtedly  laid  the 
basis  for  Rockhill’s  benefactions  so  soon  after 
Young’s  death  and  in  a field  of  particular  inter- 
est to  both  men. 

In  his  1898  Report  Young  .sought  to  sensitize 
the  Congress  and  the  citizens  to  the  national  role 
of  the  Library.  “If  the  American  felt  the  same  in- 
terest in  his  national  library  as  the  Englishman  in 
the  British  Museum,  in  a few  years  we  should 
have  one  of  the  three  great  libraries  of  the  world. 
The  fact  that  we  depend  almost  alone  upon  the 
accretions  of  the  Copyright  Department  and  the 
modest  appropriations  of  Congress  narrows  our 
scope  and  limits  our  usefulness.”  In  his  diary. 
Young  recorded  his  discouragement.  Shortly  after 
completing  the  1898  Report,  he  wrote  (Decem- 
ber 5,  1898)  : “The  Library  will  grow  as  a slow 
development,  and  be  governed  by  the  appreciation 


of  the  people  & the  good  will  of  the  Congress.  I 
depend  more  upon  the  copyright,  the  exchanges 
than  private  support,  & yet  I know  of  no  monu- 
ment that  could  do  more  good  & assure  a more  en- 
during fame  than  such  a gift  as  Mr.  Rockefeller 
could  make.  Such  an  impetus  would  sweep  it 
ahead.”  If  Young  had  lived,  appeals  for  massive 
private  support  may  have  been  his  tack. 

John  Russell  Young  was  an  innovative  Librarian 
of  Congress.  His  best  known  innovation  was 
development  of  a “pavilion”  for  the  blind,  in 
which  he  had  gathered  the  Library’s  holdings  “in 
pointed  and  raised  letters”  and  an  assistant  put  in 
charge.  Young  also  initiated  a series  of  readings 
for  the  blind,  beginning  November  8,  1897,  one 
week  after  the  opening  of  the  new  Library.  Young 
anticipated  only  one  or  two  readings  a week,  but 
during  the  first  year  there  were  daily  readings, 
Sundays  excepted,  and  approximately  10,000  visi- 
tors to  the  pavilion,  which  was  located  in  the  north- 
west pavilion,  present  site  of  Music  Division  and 
Personnel  Operations  offices. The  Librarian  in 
his  first  Report  (1897)  also  called  for  transfer  of 
historical  manuscripts  from  other  government  de- 
partments to  the  Library  of  Congress,  especially  the 
historical  archive  in  the  Department  of  State, 
which  contained  personal  papers  of  early  Presi- 
dents and  other  officials,  purchased  by  the  govern- 
ment throughout  the  19th  century. Six  years 
later,  by  Act  of  Congress  and  Executive  Order,  the 
transfer  was  accomplished.  Young  also  began  the 
reassembly  of  the  library  of  Thomas  Jefferson,  the 
contents  of  which  had  been  intermingled  through- 
out the  Library’s  collections  and,  in  Young’s  words, 
“entombed  and  forgotten.”  In  order  to  “perfect 
the  tribute  it  is  proposed  to  pay  to  an  immortal 
name,”  Young  began  the  task  of  locating  books 
and  forming  a special  collection.  He  included  a 
history  of  the  Jefferson  library  as  an  appendix  to 
the  1898  Re  port  The  culmination  of  Young’s 
initiatives  appears  in  one  of  the  Library’s  noblest 
bibliographical  monuments.  Catalogue  of  the  Li- 
brary of  Thomas  Jefferson,  a five-volume  catalog 
edited  by  E.  Millicent  Sowerby  and  published 
1952-59.  In  a preface  to  the  first  volume.  Librar- 
ian of  Congress  Luther  H.  Evans  remarks  that  ef- 
forts to  reassemble  the  library  began  “at  the  turn 
of  the  century.”  Young’s  name  is  not  mentioned. 
The  beginnings  of  a uniform  classification  system 
and  the  opening  of  a public  card  catalog,  both  in 
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1898,  were  other  initiatives  which  his  successors 
developed. 

William  Dawson  Johnston,  who  wrote  the 
definitive  account  of  the  early  years  of  the  Library 
of  Congress,  left  notes  and  preliminary  chapters 
toward  a second  volume  on  the  Library’s  history. 
In  that  unpublished  manuscript  is  an  authoritative 
sur\'ey  of  John  Russell  Young  as  Librarian  of 
Congress : 

Mr.  Young  entered  the  Library  profession  without 
technical  training;  but  with  what  is  better,  a broad 
cultivated  mind  with  an  intelligent  discernment  of  the 
mission  of  the  Library  and  a capacity  of  adapting  means 
to  ends.  His  methods  were  simple  and  direct,  guided 
by  a mind  abhorent  of  complicated  and  circumrotary 
processes.  In  this  he  was  in  unconscious  sympathy  with 
the  methods  of  that  peerless  Librarian  the  lamented 
[Justin]  Winsor.  Under  Mr.  Young’s  guidance  the 
Library  was  fast  becoming  a living  force  and  rapidly 
gaining  in  public  appreciation.  The  inert  books  were 
transformed  into  active  agents  of  usefulness;  scholars, 
students,  and  the  humblest  inquirers  were  encouraged  by 
him  and  the  policy  of  the  widest  use  of  the  books  con- 
sistent with  safety  was  enjoined  upon  his  subordinates.^®® 

Young  died  January  17,  1899,  after  a three- 
week  illness,  the  only  Librarian  of  Congress  to  die 
in  office.  His  funeral  services  were  held  Saturday, 
January  21,  at  St.  John’s  Church  in  Lafayette 
Square.  The  Chinese  embassy  staff  attended  the 
funeral  en  masse,  a mark  of  distinction  said  to 
have  been  rarely  conferred  before,  if  ever.  The 
Library  of  Congress  was  closed  for  the  day.  A 
special  train  from  Philadelphia  brought  a large 
group  from  the  Union  League,  where  Young’s 
presidential  portrait  was  draped  and  the  flag  in 
front  of  the  League  house  remained  at  half-staff. 
Tributes  to  Young’s  leadership  and  laments  over 
the  untimeliness  of  his  death  vied  for  space  in  the 
Washington,  Philadelphia,  and  New  York  news- 
papers. One  tribute,  however,  stands  out  from  the 
rest. 

I have  known  him  since  [1865].  I served  with  him 
on  the  New  York  Tribune,  when  he  was  managing 
editor  and  I was  city  editor  and  night  editor.  I think 
he  was  one  of  the  most  brilliant  newspaper  writers 
the  country  ever  produced.  Horace  Greeley  regarded 
him  as  a marvel,  and  was  very  fond  of  him.  James  Gordon 
Bennett  was  also  much  attached  to  him,  and  for  many 
years  Mr.  Young  had  great  influence  with  Mr.  Bennett. 

Mr.  Young  was  doing  magnificent  work  in  the  Library. 
No  man  could  appreciate  that  fact  more  than  myself,  and 
I bear  cheerful  witness  to  it.  If  any  author  went  to  the 
Library  to  make  some  researches,  he  was  given  a room, 
writing  material,  messengers  to  wait  on  him,  and  he 


could  keep  that  room  as  long  as  he  wanted.  That  just 
shows  one  of  the  little  details  of  his  management,  all 
tending  to  make  the  Library  the  grand  institution  which 
it  has  become.  I regard  it  as  a great  misfortune  to  the 
country  that  he  should  die  before  he  could  carry  out  all 
the  plans  he  had  for  the  Library.  Socially  he  was  genial, 
companionable,  bright  and  witty.  He  was  prophetic  in 
political  matters,  thoroughly  acquainted  with  the  politics 
of  the  country,  and  knew  every  great  politician  inti- 
mately.^®^ 

The  author  of  those  sentiments  was  Amos  Jay 
Cummings,  political  editor  on  the  T rihune  under 
Young,  author  of  the  graphic  but  irreverent 
Packard’s  Monthly  article  about  Young’s  man- 
aging editorship,  a casualty  of  Young’s  discipline, 
later  managing  editor  of  the  Sun  and  implacable 
journalistic  nemesis  of  Young  for  more  than  a 
decade.  By  a twist  of  fate  too  curious  for  fiction, 
Cummings  had  entered  politics,  been  elected  to 
Congress,  and  served  as  Representative  from  New 
York  during  Young’s  tenure  as  Librarian  and  as 
a member  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library. 
It  is  somehow  symptomatic  of  Young’s  career  that 
his  early  death  permitted  his  old  adversary  to  wax 
noble  about  Young’s  life  and  w^ork. 

The  accomplishments  of  John  Russell  Young 
in  his  brief  tenure  as  Librarian  of  Congress  v/ere 
far  from  negligible.  Moreover,  they  were  coinci- 
dent with  an  active  schedule  of  journalistic  writing 
for  the  New  York  Herald  and  other  outlets.^®® 
Seen  in  this  light,  they  were  remarkable.  It  is 
only  when  we  consider  the  state  of  Young’s  health 
during  his  Librarianship  that  his  achievements 
verge  on  the  incredible.  How  the  man  did  what  he 
did,  feeling  as  he  did,  almost  defies  belief. 

Notwithstanding  his  vast  reading,  his  voluminous 
writing,  and  his  far-flung  travels.  Young  was  not 
robust.  Even  as  a young  man  he  was  troubled  with 
insomnia,  headaches,  fatigue,  rheumatism,  neu- 
ralgia, and  sundry  ailments,  including  urological 
problems.  Young  was  also  subject  to  depression. 
The  death  of  his  two-year-old  son  “Johnny”  in 
1867  oppressed  him  for  years.  The  death  of  his 
sister  Mary  on  February  8,  1898,  afflicted  Young’s 
own  final  year  of  life.  The  course  his  life  took  was 
not  calculated  to  check  a natural  tendency  toward 
self-pity,  and  his  depression  and  hypochondria 
were  self-fulfilling  and  mutually  supporting.  On 
November  14,  1890,  four  days  before  his  third 
marriage,  he  was  “taken  suddenly  & violently 
ill,  with  fever,  pain,  & congestive  chill.”  He  went 
ahead  with  the  marriage  November  18,  but  was 
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“very  ill  & retired  after  the  ceremony.”  This  is 
merely  one  of  many  instances  in  which  his  physical 
and  emotional  states  were  apparently  inter- 
mingled. 

Young’s  first  weeks  as  Librarian  came  during 
a period  of  good  health.  On  August  20,  1897,  in- 
deed, he  wrote  a friend  that  he  had  “not  been  ill 
for  a moment”  since  arriving  in  Washington  the 
preceding  January.  One  ominous  occurrence,  how- 
ever, was  a severe  fall  from  a trolley  car  in  early 
November,  ominous  in  that  Young  had  a history 
of  such  falls.  By  December,  he  was  complaining  of 
various  ailments,  especially  pain  in  his  feet. 

The  record  of  his  physical  and  emotional  ills 
became  a litany  in  1898.  He  consulted  several 
doctors,  went  on  a milk  diet,  took  various  un- 
specified medicines,  and  eventually  underwent 
electric  shock  treatments — all  to  no  avail.  He 
feared  mental  collapse  and  thought  he  detected 
its  early  signs,  such  as  forgetfulness,  strange  dreams, 
and  visions.  A week  at  Atlantic  City  in  mid-June 
had  not  improved  his  condition,  and  in  mid- July 
his  doctor  ordered  him  to  leave  for  the  country 
“at  once.’’  He  made  the  train  trip  to  Buena  Vista, 
Pa.,  his  servant  Louis  Alexander  “fanning  me  all 
the  way  up.”  There  was  some  improvement,  but 
in  mid-August,  shortly  before  he  was  to  return  to 
Washington,  Young  suffered  another  attack,  the 
“suddenness  & severity”  of  which  alarmed  him, 
as  did  “the  same  hallucinations  & depression  of 
spirits.”  The  return  to  Washington  on  August 
15  was  even  worse  than  the  trip  to  Buena  Vista. 
Young  “trembled  so  could  hardly  get  on  the  train,” 
and,  after  an  unfortunate  delay  because  of  a missed 
connection  in  Baltimore,  “trembled  from  nerves 
head  to  feet  as  I climbed  the  stairs  at  home  & 
tumbled  into  bed.”  Dr.  Friedenwald  of  the 
Manuscript  Department  had  accompanied  Young 
on  the  return  trip,  and  soon,  A.  R.  Spofford  re- 
ported, the  Library  was  full  of  rumors  about 
Young’s  condition.  There  was  speculation  within 
Young  s family  as  well,  leading  him  to  “morbid 
moods”  against  which  he  tried  to  fortify  him- 
self. “Have  been  thinking  of  [Roscoe]  Conkling 
& his  end,  & note  some  of  the  symptoms  that 
attended  his  end.  But  it  may  be  a fancy.  Am 
ready.”  Despite  family  concern.  Young  found 
little  peace  and  quiet  at  home,  which  he  character- 
ized as  “the  domestic  circus,  musical  & other- 
wise.” 


The  next  attack  (“the  severest  I have  ever  had”) 
occurred  in  early  October  and  lasted  a week.  In 
late  November  he  complained  of  a “constant  pain 
in  my  side.”  Early  in  December  he  fell  again,  this 
time  on  the  Library’s  marble  steps,  injuring  his 
knee.  The  stomach  pains  returned  shortly  before 
Christmas  and  led  to  further  uneasiness.  “I  leave 
such  things  to  nature  as  I never  had  a satisfactory 
talk  with  any  doctor,”  he  wrote  on  December  21. 
By  Christmas  Eve,  however.  Young  was  in  better 
spirits  and  “feeling  very  well.”  The  year,  he 
thought,  was  closing  “pleasantly.”  He  left  the 
Library  earlier  than  usual  that  afternoon  in  order 
to  help  Mrs.  Young  with  the  Christmas  tree,  “but 
as  I was  going  into  the  house,  when  I slipped  and 
fell  & received  a severe  stunning  smashing  blow 
on  the  face.”  The  diary  entry  ends  incoherently. 
The  final  entry  in  his  diary  occurred  December  27, 
1898:  “Token  govt.  Very  ill.”  Three  weeks  later 
he  was  dead. 

It  is  obviously  mistaken  to  contend  (as  some 
standard  authorities  do)  that  Young’s  death  oc- 
curred from  complications  following  the  Christ- 
mas Eve  fall.  The  fall  was  merely  a final  evidence 
of  increasing  debility,  physical  and  mental,  during 
his  year  and  a half  as  Librarian.  Perhaps  all  his 
symptoms  related  to  Bright’s  disease,  of  which  he 
had  evidenced  some  signs  in  his  tw^enties  and  to 
which  the  attending  physician  ascribed  his  death. 
In  any  case,  John  Russell  Young  while  Librarian 
of  Congress  was  a very  sick  man. 

Men  and  Memories:  Personal  Reminiscences 
(New  York  and  London,  1901 ) was  posthumously 
compiled  by  Young’s  widow,  largely  from  his  pub- 
lished newspaper  and  magazine  articles,  with  some 
letters  to  and  from  Young  included.  Poorly  done, 
it  is  full  of  elementary  errors  in  names,  dates,  etc. 
In  substance,  however,  it  is  meaty.  In  a foreword, 
Alexander  McClure  expressed  the  belief  that 
Young’s  “intimate  acquaintance  wath  eminent  men 
exceeded  that  of  any  other  one  man  in  the  entire 
century”  (p.  ix) . Few  readers  of  Men  and  Memo- 
ries will  be  disposed  to  doubt  it.  Young’s  career  of- 
fered him  splendid  opportunities  for  friendship 
with  the  celebrated  men  of  his  time,  literally  all 
over  the  world,  and  he  did  not  neglect  them.  Here 
are  first-hand  accounts,  based  on  intimate  ac- 
quaintance, of  Charles  Dickens,  Horace  Greeley, 
Walt  Whitman,  Edwin  Forrest,  James  Gordon 
Bennett,  Roscoe  Conkling,  Li  Hung  Chang,  Henry 
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George,  U.  S.  Grant,  of  course,  and  many,  many 
other  19th-century  notables. 

Even  as  a truncated  and  substitute  memoir, 
however,  it  has  one  glaring  deficiency.  Although  it 
traces  many  of  Young’s  movements  and  records 
some  of  his  associations,  it  reveals  little  of  Young 
himself.  Young  was  self-effacing,  by  nature  and  by 
profession.  Whether  his  vantage  point  was  a ridge 
overlooking  the  Battle  of  Bull  Run,  a place  “at  the 
side  of  Lincoln”  as  he  delivered  the  Gettysburg 
Address  (“in  a high  key,  voice  archaic,  strident, 
almost  in  a shriek,”  according  to  Young), on  a 
hotel  balcony  on  the  Rue  de  la  Paix  when  the 
Paris  crowd  toppled  the  Vendome  Column,  in  the 
company  of  Grant  and  Bismarck  as  they  discussed 
the  professions  of  arms  and  governm^ent,  or  in  the 
American  legation  in  Peking,  Young  was  an  ob- 
server par  excellence.  He  wrote  abundantly  and 
well;  he  left  a series  of  diaries  and  preserved  much 
of  his  voluminous  private  correspondence ; he 
seems  to  have  left  a strong  impression  on  many 
notable  men;  but  Young  himself  remains  elusive. 

The  Librarianship  of  Congress,  therefore,  was 
as  important  to  Young  as  he  was  to  the  Library. 
He  did  not  seek  the  position  and,  at  first,  even 
declined  it.  He  would  have  preferred  to  be  made 
minister  to  Spain  “and  taken  a more  active  part  in 
public  affairs”  than  his  “tranquil  position”  as 
Librarian  permitted.  His  annual  salary  of  $5,000 
represented  a financial  sacrifice,  he  thought. 
Nevertheless,  he  accepted  the  position  and  fulfilled 
its  responsibilities  with  insufficient  regard  for  his 
own  health  and  well-being.  What  Young  would  in 
time  have  made  of  the  Librarianship  is  specula- 
tion at  best.  His  accomplishments  in  18  months 


were  significant,  but  his  principal  service  was  to 
confer  upon  the  Library  his  own  prestige  and  some 
of  his  best  characteristics.  Although  his  appoint- 
ment was  criticized  as  “political,”  Young  sought 
scrupulously  to  make  the  Library  apolitical. 
Thenceforward,  it  was  reasonable  to  expect  a 
singular  person,  not  a functionary,  to  fill  the  posi- 
tion and  to  grant  the  Library  a freedom  to  pursue 
its  mission  free  of  political  pressure. 

The  most  regrettable  aspect  to  Young’s  brief  in- 
cumbency, however,  is  that,  despite  his  achieve- 
ments, he  was  able  to  make  merely  a start.  It  was 
a good  start,  to  be  sure,  but  the  observer  of  his 
career  would  require  more  to  bring  Young  from 
the  periphery  and  background  to  the  forefront, 
where  his  contemporaries  were  convinced  he 
belonged. 

In  another  sense,  however,  the  imagination  does 
not  rebel  at  Young’s  early  death  and  the  brevity  of 
his  Librarianship.  He  was  a man  of  the  19th  cen- 
tury. Barely  into  his  twenties,  he  was  thrown  into 
contact  with  the  politically  and  journalistically 
powerful.  The  Civil  War  and  Reconstruction  were 
his  milieu,  and  his  heroes  were  the  prominent  men 
of  that  era.  As  each  one  fell  in  the  1880’s  and 
1890’s,  Young’s  habit  was  editorially  to  memorial- 
ize them  and  to  refresh  the  tints  on  fading  mental 
pictures  of  the  past.  Although  he  recognized  cur- 
rent problems  and  devised  effective  lines  of  ac- 
tion to  solve  them,  his  mind  dwelt  upon  the  great 
political  issues  of  the  past  and  his  imagination 
upon  the  heroic  struggles  which  bred  them. 

For  a new  century,  a new  Librarian  of  Congress, 
a younger  and  healthier  Librarian  of  Congress, 
would  not  be  amiss. 


NOTES 


^ In  Young’s  lifetime  and  shortly  thereafter,  he  was 
represented  as  having  been  born  in  Downingtown,  Pa.,  in 
1841,  rather  than  Ireland  in  1840.  Since  one  of  the 
sources  giving  such  information  was  the  Memorial  His- 
tory of  Philadelphia,  which  Young  edited,  and  a memo- 
rial sketch  appended  to  the  Report  of  the  Librarian  of 
Congress,  1899,  one  suspects  Young’s  complicity  in  the 
mistake.  The  correct  information  appears  in  John  Russell 
Young,  Men  and  Memories:  Personal  Reminiscences,  ed. 
May  D.  Russell  Young,  2 vols.  (New  York  and  London: 
F.  Tennyson  Neely,  © 1901 ),  1 : xiii,  and  in  the  sketch  of 
Young  in  the  Dictionary  of  American  Biography.  Among 


Young’s  many  animadversions  against  the  Irish,  see  his 
article  “The  Election  for  the  Presidency,”  Macmillan’s 
Magazine  35  (January  1877):  244-55. 

^ John  Russell  Young,  Diary,  March  6,  1870,  John 
Russell  Young  Papers,  Library  of  Congress.  Subsequent 
quotations  from  Young’s  diaries,  if  sufficiently  identified 
through  references  in  the  text,  will  not  necessarily  re- 
ceive a footnote  citation.  All  diary  quotations  are  from 
originals  in  the  Young  Papers  unless  otherwise  identified. 

® In  his  diary  for  January  10,  1898,  on  the  occasion 
of  his  son  Gordon’s  first  day  at  school,  Young  reminisced: 
“How  well  I remember  my  own  first  visit, — to  school, — 
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the  day  snowy,  father  carrying  me  on  his  back,  school 
on  Marlborough  street.  Miss  Wilson  the  teacher, — my 
small  bible  in  simple  words. — not  six,  but  admitted  under 
age  because  I could  read.  . . .”  In  a letter  to  T.  V. 
Cooper,  July  15,  1898,  Young  characterized  himself  at 
age  21  as  “full  of  books  and  bookishness.”  Librarians’ 
Letterbooks,  Library  of  Congress. 

‘ Young  to  Mary  Young  Blakeley,  April  18,  1880.  Copy 
in  manuseript  biography  of  Young,  pp.  2-4,  Young 
Papers. 

M.  H.  to  Young,  December  12,  1854,  Young  Papers. 
The  writer  is  identified  by  annotations  on  her  letters  as 
“Madame  Hagenbach,”  the  designation  used  by  the  un- 
known author  of  the  unpublished  manuscript  biography 
in  the  Young  Papers  (probably  May  D.  Young).  All  the 
letters  are  signed  “M.  H.,”  “M.  H.  B.,”  or  “M.  Hagen- 
bach.” Most  of  the  letters  are  datelined  “Opelousas,” 
about  100  miles  from  New  Orleans. 

*’  Greeley  to  Young,  May  13,  1856,  Young  Papers. 

’Young,  “Men  Who  Reigned:  Bennett,  Greeley,  Ray- 
mond, Prentice,  Forney,”  Lippincott’s  Monthly  Maga- 
zine 51  (February  1893)  : 196. 

® Diary  entry  quoted  in  the  manuscript  biography,  p. 
53,  Young  Papers.  Young’s  original  diary  for  1859  is  not 
in  the  Young  Papers. 

^Philadelphia  Press,  July  23,  1861,  p.  2. 

See  “The  War  in  the  Southwest,”  Philadelphia  Press, 
April  12,  1864,  p.  1,  and  “The  Campaign  in  Louisiana,” 
ibid.,  April  25,  1864,  p.  1. 

’’  Sec  his  letters  to  North  American  Review  editor 
Charles  Eliot  Norton  in  the  Houghton  Library,  Harv'ard 
University. 

’“Young  to  Hay,  August  25,  1866,  John  Hay  Papers, 
John  Hay  Library,  Brown  University. 

Wilkeson  to  Young,  January  21,  1867,  Young  Papers. 

’‘Chase  to  Young,  letterpress  copy,  June  28,  1867, 
Salmon  P.  Chase  Papers,  LC. 

’■’Greeley  to  Young,  June  20,  1867,  Young  Papers. 

’’Greeley  to  Young,  July  23,  1867,  Young  Papers. 

” Greeley  to  Young,  August  12,  1867,  Young  Papers. 

Greeley  to  Young,  September  4,  1867,  Young  Papers. 

Greeley  to  Young,  September  22,  1867,  Young 
Papers. 

""Greeley  to  Young,  November  20,  1867,  Young 
Papers. 

“’Diary,  July  7,  1898,  Young  Papers.  The  comment 
on  Colfax  below  is  also  of  this  date. 

Phillips  to  Young,  August  24,  1867,  Young  Papers. 

Phillips  to  Young  [January?]  1868,  Young  Papers. 

“‘Colfax  to  Young,  September  4,  1867,  Young  Papers. 

Sickles  to  Young,  November  18,  1867,  Young  Papers. 

‘"'New  York  Tribune,  January  2,  1868,  p.  4.  Diary, 
January  2,  1868,  Young  Papers. 

The  others  were  The  Forbearance  of  Congress”  and 
“Moral  Causes  for  Impeachment.”  He  followed  these 


with  “The  Impeachment  of  the  President”  and  two 
other  impeachment  editorials,  February  25,  and  “Im- 
peachment Is  Peace,”  February  26 — seven  editorials  on 
the  subject  in  three  days,  at  least  five  of  them  of  Young’s 
authorship,  along  with  numerous  news  dispatches,  etc. 

Diary,  February  24,  1868,  Young  Papers.  Young 
later  described  the  results  and  Greeley’s  reaction  thus: 
“The  Tribune  leaped  and  bounded.  The  circulation  swept 
onwards.  There  was  joy  in  the  exchequer.  Greeley  re- 
turned in  grief  from  the  Minnesota  woods.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve in  impeachment.  ‘Why  hang  a man  who  was  bent  on 
hanging  himself?’  ” Greeley  also  objected  to  introducing 
“these  crazy,  reprehensible  French  methods  into  a com- 
posed American  legislature.”  Young,  “Men  Who 
Reigned,”  p.  190. 

"“Colfax  to  Young,  February  25,  1868,  Young  Papers. 

““  New  York  T ribune,  May  9,  1868,  p.  4. 

“’Stanton  to  Young,  May  10,  1868,  Young  Papers.  It 
is  at  least  curious  that  Colfax,  Phillips,  and  Stanton 
should  all  adopt  the  “white  plume”  to  signify  Young’s 
moral  leadership.  It  is  an  allusion,  conscious  or  otherwise, 
to  Thomas  B.  Macaulay’s  historical  poem,  “Ivry,”  about 
King  Henry  of  Navarre. 

Young’s  editorials  may,  in  fact,  have  been  counter- 
productive. That  at  least  was  the  view  of  J.  W.  Schuck- 
ers,  private  secretary  to  Chief  Justice  Salmon  P.  Chase 
and  a frequent  correspondent  of  Young’s.  See  the  frag- 
mentary manuscript  by  Schuckers,  which  begins:  “It  is 
my  entirely  fixed  opinion — I may  say  that  it  is  almost 
within  my  certain  knowledge, — that  if  it  had  pot  been  for 
the  terrific  infamous  onslaughts  made  upon  one  of  the 
doubtful  Senators  by  Republicans  high  and  low,  every- 
where in  the  country,  by  letters,  telegrams,  individual 
visitors,  deputations  and  by  newspaper  attacks,- — particu- 
larly by  Mr.  Greeley  in  The  Tribune, — that  that  Senator 
would  have  voted  otherwise  than  he  did  vote.”  J.  W. 
Schuckers  Papers,  LC. 

““Young  to  Badeau,  July  17,  1868,  Adam  Badeau 
Papers,  Houghton  Library,  Harvard  University. 

“’See  the  account  in  Men  and  Memories,  1:120—48. 
The  Tribune  devoted  its  entire  front  page  and  part  of 
page  2,  April  20,  1868,  to  the  Dickens  dinner.  Dickens’ 
manager,  George  Dolby,  called  the  dinner  “one  of  the 
most  brilliant  of  its  kind  ever  held  in  the  Empire  City” 
in  Charles  Dickens  As  I Knew  Him:  The  Story  of  the 
Reading  Tours  in  Great  Britain  and  America  (1866- 
1870)  (London;  T.  Fisher  Unwin,  1885),  p.  303.  An- 
other account  of  the  dinner  appears  in  Kate  D.  Sweetser, 
“Dining  with  Dickens  at  Delmonico’s  . . . ,”  Bookman 
49  (March  1919)  : 20-28. 

“How  Newspapers  Are  Made.  The  New  York  Tri- 
bune,” Packard’s  Monthly  1 (October  1868)  : 87-89 ; 
(November  1868)  : 105-9. 

““  Did  Young  coin  the  word  “Copperhead,”  as  Cum- 
mings asserts?  The  origin  of  the  usage  is  unsettled.  Paul 
H.  Smith,  “First  Use  of  the  Term  ‘Copperhead,’  ” Amer- 
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lean  Historical  Review  32  (July  1 927 ):  799-800,  attrib- 
uted the  usage  to  the  Cincinnati  Gazette,  July  30,  1862. 
Joe  Skidmore,  “The  Copperhead  Press  and  the  Civil 
War,”  Journalism  Quarterly  16  (December  1939):  345, 
attributed  the  usage  to  the  Detroit  Free  Press  in  1861,  an 
attribution  accepted  by  Frank  L.  Mott,  American  Jour- 
nalism . . . (New  York:  Macmillan,  1941),  p.  355.  If 
Young  deserves  credit  for  the  coinage,  it  should  be  looked 
for  in  the  columns  of  Forney’s  Philadelphia  Press  in 
early  1861. 

^‘Cummings,  “Flow  Newspapers  Are  Made,”  p.  109. 

Young  to  Reid,  January  17,  1869,  Reid  Family  Pa- 
pers, LC. 

Young  to  Reid  [February  13,  1869],  Reid  Family 
Papers. 

Young  to  Reid  [February  19,  1869],  Reid  Family 
Papers. 

^’'Young’s  magnanimity  was  put  to  the  test  in  early 
1889  when  he  was  establishing  the  London  edition  of  the 
New  York  Herald.  The  publisher,  James  Gordon  Ben- 
nett, instructed  him  to  give  editorial  support  to  the  an- 
ticipated nomination  of  Reid  as  ambassador  to  Great 
Britain.  In  his  diary  (March  2,  1889)  Young  remarked 
that  he  would  do  so  “as  well  as  I can.  Reid’s  coming 
here  would  mean  the  most  implacable  enemy  of  the 
Herald  & myself.  I have  always  been  on  civil  terms 
with  Reid  although  in  the  early  sixties  we  were  intimate. 
He  chose  to  dissolve  the  intimacy  by  allowing  his  ambi- 
tion to  lead  him  into  an  act  of  perfidy  & there  has  been 
no  time  since  when  he  could  do  me  an  injury  when  he 
has  missed  the  opportunity.”  Reid  was  named  minister 
to  France  instead  by  President  Harrison.  In  the  early 
20th  century  he  serv'ed  as  ambassador  to  Great  Britain. 

The  Sun  attacks  appeared  on  the  following  dates: 
April  27,  p.  2;  April  28,  pp.  1-2;  April  29,  p.  2;  May  1, 
p.  1 ; May  2,  p.  2 ; May  7,  p.  2 ; May  8,  p.  2 ; May  10,  p. 
2;  May  12,  p.  2;  May  16,  p.  2;  May  17,  p.  2;  May  18, 
p.  2;  May  19,  p.  2;  May  20,  p.  2 (two  items)  ; May  21, 

p.  2. 

Greeley  defended  Young  in  the  Tribune,  May  1, 
1869,  p.  6,  but  agreed  that  the  Associated  Press  matter 
deserved  investigation.  Meanwhile,  Young  made  some  at- 
tempt to  discredit  the  Sun  charges.  See,  for  example,  his 
letter  to  Adam  Badeau,  May  3,  1869,  Badeau  Papers, 
Harvard  University,  in  which  he  asked  Badeau,  President 
Grant’s  secretary,  for  a letter  from  Grant,  to  be  privately 
shown  to  Greeley,  exonerating  Young  of  the  charge  of 
having  sought  an  office  from  Grant. 

Gandace  Stone,  Dana  and  the  Sun  (New  York: 
Dodd,  Mead,  1938),  pp.  125-26. 

Young  was  popularly  thought  to  be  discredited  by 
the  Sun  attacks.  See  Frederic  Hudson,  J ourjialism  in  the 
United  States  (New  York:  Harper  & Bros.,  1873),  pp. 
560,  682-84,  for  a near-contemporary  account.  Hudson 
(p.  560)  attributed  Young’s  downfall  to  the  journalistic 


“mania”  to  double  and  treble  oneself — a mania  which 
Young  was  said  to  have  shared  with  Forney,  James  Gor- 
don Bennet,  and  others. 

Late  that  year  he  wrote  Secretary  of  State  Hamilton 
Fish  that  he  would  like  to  live  in  Washington,  his  wife’s 
birthplace,  but  not  at  the  cost  of  seeking  an  office  from 
the  President.  “I  shrink  from  the  whole  range  of  Wash- 
ington offices, — with  irresistible  antipathy.”  Young  to 
Fish,  November  14,  1870,  Hamilton  Fish  Papers,  LG. 

Years  later.  Young  would  recall  Grant  as  his  “most 
dear  & honored  friend,  whose  memory  grows  m splendor 
as  the  years  go  on.  No  such  friend  as  Grant.”  Diary,  Jan- 
uary 9,  1897,  Young  Papers. 

New  York  Standard,  June  15,  1871,  pp.  1,  4.  Young’s 
dispatch  was  reprinted  in  the  Philadelphia  Star.  The 
Standard  version  is  represented  by  the  appropriate  pages 
filed  with  the  correspondence  in  the  Young  Papers. 

New  York  Tribune,  July  17,  1877.  Quoted  in  Jo- 
seph J.  Mathews,  George  W.  Smalley  (Ghapel  Hill:  Uni- 
versity of  North  Garolina  Press,  1973),  p.  85. 

Around  the  World  With  General  Grant:  A Narrative 
of  the  Visit  of  General  U.  S.  Grant,  Ex-President  of  the 
United  States,  to  various  Countries  in  Europe,  Asia,  and 
Africa,  in  1877,  1878,  1879.  ...  2 vols.  (New  York: 
American  News  Go.,  © 1879).  According  to  Ellis  Paxson 
Oberholtzer,  A History  of  the  United  States  Since  the 
Civil  War,  vol.  4 (New  York:  Macmillan,  1931),  p.  58, 
Young’s  book  was  “one  of  the  most  widely  circulated 
books  in  the  history  of  the  publishing  trade  in  America.” 

Young  was  not  overwhelmed  by  the  occasion.  “The 
first  serious  dish  was  composed  of  crane,  sea-weed,  moss, 
rice  bread  and  potatoes,  which  we  picked  over  in  a curi- 
ous way,  as  though  we  were  at  an  auction  sale  of  rem- 
nants, anxious  to  rummage  out  a bargain.”  Around  the 
World,  2:486. 

Around  the  World,  1:301-2. 

Diary,  April  16,  1880,  Young  Papers. 

See  the  obituaries,  January  5,  1881,  in  the  New 
York  Times,  p.  5,  and  the  New  York  Herald,  p.  10. 

Grant  to  Garfield,  February  18,  1881,  James  A.  Gar- 
field Papers,  LG. 

Tyler  Dennett,  “American  Ghoices  in  the  Far  East 
in  1882,”  American  Historical  Review  30  (October 
1924)  :86. 

In  regard  to  the  appointment.  Young  had  written 
to  Adam  Badeau,  February  13,  1882:  “I  really  do  not 
care  for  it,  and  have  only  considered  Ghina  or  Japan 
in  the  light  of  a possible  public  duty.  I expect,  if  I should 
be  named,  to  be  horribly  abused,  and  perhaps  assailed 
in  the  Senate  by  the  enemies  of  the  General  as  well  as 
my  own.  But  I shall  not  fly  from  the  ordeal.”  Badeau 
Papers. 

Harper’s  Weekly  26  (March  25,  1882):  187.  The 
magazine  also  included  (p.  188)  a quarter-page  por- 
trait of  Young,  reproducing  a photograph  by  1.  W. 
Taber. 
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'’'■'Diary,  October  22,  1883,  Young  Papers. 

Printed  by  Dennett,  “American  Choices,”  pp.  96- 
97.  Many  of  Young’s  dispatches  are  printed  in  appro- 
priate volumes  of  Foreign  Relations  of  the  United  States: 
1883,  pp.  123-211;  1884,  pp.  46-104;  1885,  pp.  144-69. 

Dennett,  “American  Choices,”  pp.  84-85.  See  also 
Merle  Curti  and  John  Stalker,  “ ‘The  Flowery  Flag 
Devils’ — The  American  Image  in  China,  1840-1900,” 
Proceedings  of  the  American  Philosophical  Society  96 
(December  1952)  : 663-90. 

Young  to  Cleveland,  March  29,  1885,  Grover  Cleve- 
land Papers,  LC. 

See  clipping  from  unidentified  London  newspaper 
in  Young’s  diary  for  February  3,  1889,  which  states  that 
Young  was  “for  many  years  the  chief  leader-writer  on 
the  Herald  in  New  York,  and  was  at  one  time  the  best- 
paid  journalist  in  the  world.  ...  if  anybody  can  make 
such  an  experiment  successful,  he  is  the  man.” 

®‘'  It  has  been  estimated  that  the  younger  Bennett 
made  and  spent  $30  million  from  the  Herald  during  his 
lifetime.  Mott,  American  Journalism,  p.  421. 

Horace  Traubel,  With  Walt  Whitman  in  Camden, 
vol.  4,  ed.  Sculley  Bradley  (Philadelphia:  University  of 
Pennsylvania  Press,  1953),  p.  40. 

“Young’s  reply,  as  recorded  in  his  diary,  June  17, 
1898,  had  been:  “I  do  not  think  I would  accept  if  the 
town  were  thrown  into  the  bargain.”  A day  earlier  he 
had  written  in  his  diary  that  “there  was  scarcely  a duty 
in  the  office  that  would  not  be  very  distasteful  to  me.” 

Diary,  December  13,  1892,  Young  Papers.  Henry 
Watterson,  in  a memorial  tribute  to  Young  in  his  Louis- 
ville Courier-Journal,  called  the  League  presidency  “the 
highest  social  distinction  which  a citizen  can  attain  to 
in  our  country.”  See  reprint  in  the  Washington  Post, 
February  12,  1899,  p.  21. 

Chronicle  of  the  Union  League  of  Philadelphia 
1862—1902  (Philadelphia:  The  Union  League,  1902), 
p.  58. 

Young,  Men  and  Memories,  1 :46. 

The  Union  League  of  Philadelphia,  Proceedings, 
1892  (Philadelphia,  1893),  pp.  8-9. 

‘"-Proceedings,  1893  (Philadelphia,  1894),  p.  8. 

Ibid.,  p.  37. 

Ibid.,  p.  43. 

■‘Maxwell  Whiteman,  Gentlemen  in  Crisis:  The  First 
Century  of  the  Union  League  of  Philadelphia  (Phila- 
delphia: The  Union  League,  1975),  p.  157. 

‘■’This  does  not  seem  to  have  been  a Union  League 
function,  but  Young  entertained  General  Longstreet  and 
others  at  the  Union  League  before  departing  for  Gettys- 
burg. 

‘"^Memorial  History  of  the  City  of  Philadelphia  . . . , 
ed.  John  Russell  Young,  2 vols.  (New  York:  New-York 
History  Co.,  1895-98). 

James  P.  Boyd,  Life  and  Public  Services  of  Hon. 
James  G.  Blaine  ....  (n.p.,  Publishers’  Union,  1893). 


■'’  See  note  68. 

Diary,  May  4,  1897,  Young  Papers. 

“Diary,  January  27,  1898,  Young  Papers. 

’''"Report  of  the  Librarian  of  Congress,  1897  (Wash- 
ington: Government  Printing  Office,  1897),  p.  3. 

Ibid.,  pp.  44-45. 

“To  P.  Lee  Phillips,  the  map  librarian.  Young  wrote 
on  December  22,  1897:  “I  know  of  no  rules  as  to  the 
government  of  the  Library  other  than  my  own.”  Librari- 
ans’ Letterbooks.  Letters  by  Young  as  Librarian  are  from 
this  source  unless  otherwise  identified.  If  dated  in  text, 
they  will  receive  no  footnote  citation. 

Helen-Anne  Hilker,  “Monument  to  Civilization: 
Diary  of  a Building,”  and  John  Y.  Cole,  “The  Main 
Building  of  the  Library  of  Congress:  A Chronology, 
1871-1965,”  Quarterly  Journal  of  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress 29  (October  1972)  : 234—70. 

“Diary,  September  28,  1898,  Young  Papers. 

“Young  to  Thurston,  letterpress  copy,  November  1, 
1897,  Librarians’  Letterbooks. 

Report,  1901,  p.  202.  The  “Constitution”  of  the 
Library  is  surveyed  on  pp.  198-208  of  the  1901  Report, 
with  many  provisions  of  law  excerpted. 

Report,  1898,  p.  42.  Young’s  letter  in  reply  to  the 
resolution  was  printed  as  Senate  Document  42,  55th 
Cong.,  '2d  sess.  Young  was  also  staunch  in  his  support  of 
Library  employees  and  defended  Thorvald  Solberg  sev- 
eral times  in  reply  to  congressional  criticism. 

“ Young,  influenced  perhaps  by  reputed  regional  dis- 
tinctions, wanted  to  “go  South”  for  a law  librarian,  he 
wrote  Chief  Justice  Melville  Fuller,  August  22,  1897,  Li- 
brarians’ Letterbooks. 

“David  C.  Mearns,  The  Story  Up  to  Now  (Washing- 
ton: Library  of  Congress,  1947),  p.  153.  Forms  part  of 
Annual  Report  of  the  Librarian  of  Congress,  1946. 

""-Library  Journal  22  (August  1897)  :379.  References 
to  Young  in  LJ  over  the  next  two  years  w’ere  progres- 
sively complimentary,  although  great  credit  was  usually 
given  to  his  “able  assistants.” 

“Young  to  Hoar,  December  20,  1897,  Librarians’ 
Letterbooks. 

“Young  to  Dunbar,  August  18,  1897,  Librarians’  Let- 
terbooks. 

Young  to  Babcock,  October  18;  to  Wetmore.  Octo- 
ber 19,  1897,  Librarians’  Letterbooks. 

""''Report,  1901,  pp.  200-201.  See  also  Mearns,  The 
Story,  pp.  138-42. 

"""’Report,  1901,  pp.  200-203.  See  also  Mearns.  'The 
Story,  pp.  142-47. 

Diary,  January  18,  1898,  Young  Papers. 

“Diary,  January  14,  1898,  Young  Papers. 

“ Diary,  February  23,  1898,  Young  Papers. 

Diary,  April  7,  1898,  Young  Papers. 

See  Report,  1898,  p.  54. 

Ibid.,  pp.  6-7. 

'“Ibid.,pp.  40-41. 
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Report,  1897,  p.  29. 

Report,  1898,  pp.  63-66. 

Johnston,  notes  on  history  of  Library  of  Congress; 
J.  R.  Young,  pp.  5-6.  William  Dawson  Johnston  Papers, 
LC. 

Philadelphia  Public  Ledger,  January  18,  1897.  Clip- 
ping from  Bernard  R.  Green  Papers,  LC. 

Young  remarked  in  his  diary  for  June  2,  1898, 
following  receipt  of  a telegram  from  James  Gordon  Ben- 


nett that  Figaro  had  printed  his  letter,  “So  I am  in  the 
position  of  addressing  the  public  opinion  of  Paris,  New 
York,  London  & Washington  on  the  same  day.” 

Diary,  July  15,  1898,  Young  Papers. 

Diary,  August  13,  1898,  Young  Papers. 

Diary,  August  15,  1898,  Young  Papers. 

Diary,  September  29,  1898,  Young  Papers. 

Diary,  November  1,  1898,  Young  Papers. 

Young,  Men  and  Memories,  1 : 70. 


Herbert  Putnam 


The  Tallest  Tittle  IS/lan  in  the  World 


by  Edward  N.  Waters 

Herbert  Putnam^  more  than  any  person  I can  think 
of,  deserves  a full-length  biography.  To  write  such 
a work  would  demand  years  of  research,  the  read- 
ing of  many  books,  and  the  examination  of  count- 
less documents  and  letters.  The  brief  bibliography 
appended  to  this  “appreciation,”  indispensable  as 
the  works  it  cites  are,  can  record  only  the  high- 
lights of  his  career.  Each  title  is  individually  valu- 
able, but  I must  single  out  two  items  that  I call 
invaluable — those  written  by  David  Chambers 
Mearns,  distinguished  historian  and  librarian,  who 
served  on  the  staff  of  the  Library  of  Congress  for 
half  a century.  Any  one  searching  for  these  under 
the  author’s  name  in  a library  catalog  might  not 
find  them.  The  Story  up  to  Now  appeared  as  a 
substantial  portion  of  the  1946  Annual  Report  of 
the  Librarian  of  Congress  ( then  Luther  H.  Evans) . 
And  it  was  a subsequent  Librarian  of  Congress, 
L.  Quincy  Mumford,  who  disclosed  Mr.  Mearns’ 
authorship  of  the  lengthy  essay  Herbert  Putnam 
and  His  Responsible  Eye  which  constituted  the 
major  share  of  Herbert  Putnam,  1861-1955:  A 
Memorial  Tribute  (Washington,  Library  of  Con- 
gress: 1956) . To  the  latter  Mr.  Mearns  appended 
a detailed  chronology  of  the  chief  events  and 
awards  in  Herbert  Putnam’s  life.  I am  deeply 
grateful  to  all  the  authors  mentioned,  quoted,  and 


listed  in  the  ensuing  pages,  but  my  deepest  and 
most  unrestrained  gratitude  must  go  to  that  elo- 
quent and  perceptive  scholar  David  Chambers 
Mearns,  my  colleague  and  superior  for  some  35 
years.  He  was  forced  to  decline  this  privileged  as- 
signment— but  you  and  I can  imagine  what  he 
would  have  done  with  it. 

* * 

On  April  5,  1899,  a great  event  happened  in  the 
Library  of  Congress.  On  that  day  Herbert  Putnam 
took  office  as  Librarian.  Short  of  stature  and  slight 
of  build,  at  the  age  of  37  he  was  a young  man  for 
such  a responsible  post,  and  it  may  well  be  doubted 
that  he  anticipated  40  years  of  service  in  what 
became  one  of  the  greatest  libraries,  perhaps  the 
greatest,  in  the  world.  Under  his  “responsible  eye” 
(his  own  expression)  it  flourished  and  grew  and 
extended  its  influence  to  every  corner  of  America  : 
its  preeminence  was  acknowledged  abroad  ; its  re- 
sources permitted  its  collections  to  come  alive.  All 

Herbert  Putnam,  Librarian  of  Congress,  1899-1939. 
BH833-32 
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j«»iicy  Mill  'lir  l>*  ♦«-.-v»»fut. 

k(B7  NmI  no-arii  fMoarvoniM 

A Si>*rirh  t.uukvr  «!-  •»•  Int-rvlOMM 

o»p7>.»»«-i  fi-ar  ibni  thi-  j>r<H.'!«nrnt«m  mi' 

not  ro*ph  th*  lakti*'.*  i.’-"  fo 

tK-llhm.  -ut  h»  nf,  ibf  FtiipirM*  «' 

iiMf'i.'  «T'-  nooitty  ■-''I  <.o[>j: 

M'hu  n«^>'  lu}  irjtivl'o  "I  in;''"".  mW"!  ibo  * tv 
jiKilrr.  -.u.*W»  ..f  11.  't  hav^  ui.JvuntMj 

ly  <1  11 

t'onlltintn*  tho  l*,i«iil|»h  l-Htike'r  »4i<J  that 
If  tt.M  pru.  lMtBMtl.  I.  t»‘»i1  '»i 

.May  J ..y  ■'*«  vn  .4-..KU*t  li  of  l«»i 
th.  t••«yU  wi'Util  h«M'  uoyn-  -SifT.  r.-ut  .i* 

111*  otunU.n  tv«!u-i!  ••»(  y««f«  ftt'.'ri 

rTK-.  . iBn  ..fl.)  ftfUitnr'.t  Mh)«h  -.ppritu  i . 
ihi.  b*T.  i»  tfio  *on. 

Tht-  '"lit.'f  of  Ov'.'oliii.  (Il1nk»  ifo  pt’Kta- 
m4i(«n  !•  '.hi'  m"»(  jN>.Ut<-  ilocutnnii  yv.'t 
in  ttty  anJ 

thai  11  t*  tHjullil  l<i  .'.tivlnoy  tby  MHvyniijt 
'•{  tli«  fvdy  ui  tunhiT  lw«tlUtia» 

KbsMmIi  Mryohaiil'* 

A*  Ki.y.uh  tnyfrbnnl  »«>*  tBc  ftrM  i 
nnft  I ..f.i  .I- -»•  tn  tho  an'; 

mtU'G' .'f  .\m.  yiTan  mi' fTi.ytnty  kn'i 
MUtrInjt  <h<-  r.au.ti.  ayH!..  ini' 

Hon  In  tby  nvln'l  •.!  ri-rv  iMpklntt  lF|ilp  tt«. 

A W' ..Iv’tl  ttii^  I'MOT'r  '.Miik*  It  <Ior«  not 

ix.s.1'-*  aoH  tn»i  ■ 

A«ujn»;t.'  nuhroU  m itb- 

a*  in.'  -oiiiiimanyy  .,<?  ttnatiliil"**  i‘> 
t . in<'  irii.'rr*W  «i  tht-  y'!llt»ini.*a. 
.iAMlsAitia  ftMta  tM  ttf 

Anri)  B fit  i»tn  -Thyre  ar« 
ItTr.lyti-lii  .iiTii.yry  oalAy  that  Affntnal'b*.  'b<- 
inauiir.'lit  ti-uiWr.  baa  bt-i-i'  noi't'laxiyS  tt) 
Iho  .--mmaMl  of  iho  rtlttUno  !■» 

Oon.Tkl  Ai.to*it.»  lA»n»  ciitntnMtnJor 

thy  RtUi'ti”'  l,nn«  d«;y-rit>«>l 

U'tn*  « irpkMl  byitlAororit 
in*l  ll«t5«iTil  RA«»  AT  CAUIMMT. 

Mf  Hsr^  KlilhflM*  IM 
Thirm. 

MAN'it..V  April  « tr.  A m -Thr  'naurjoni* 
atf  nio»»tf;)*  yfroti*  forv"  mirth  <*f  * alum 
(Ht  at«<wt  Rv«  and  m half  ml!**  »i7ri.l<w»«i 
of  Ma'i-li'a.  and  tocwrUliiA  lu  iby  ohlM-rvu. 
iK.ra  ..f  ihr  r«H'>>fin<'»yT(nii  p«irti<'»,  sftoy 
[i*v»  no,'  (Bir«m'h>nMi>t«  ihrro. 
it  ly  '*t.yfu..l  )t*Mt  ta»rd  Hsft’itiA  Mill 

!<•  'ii<  thorn  Ml  tiiMi  point 
arul  «l  fli.n  Kartiand'i,  whcfy  AAWlnMldo  1» 
a«t>t» -I'd  to  be.  Lm/*i.  fivofk  airynjfihvtt 

bntb  iH.alUoKM 

Thr  « .([titnA  r»r.lBer:t  hA'l  oti*  man  « i y.l 
and  iJjt.o  Mownd*-"!  yrMierday  Twyi.ty-ftro 
m.-n  M-yri*  proylrMtwl  t>y  thy  iirkt  «t»l 
t>r<»tvh(  ii>  itM  ho»t>ttMl, 

T»"  o>’«  W#  Kru)7f»  giin*  "Oy  »'7-lnvh 
MoU  (h*  .nHor  «t*ni-li>irh.  M'htih  wrr.-  t-coml 
t>un«d  Ml  Uaidioa.  thuagft  umired  Ul<’,  witi 

!.«  Utl'UtllMd 

Tho  Atn«r!i'«n*  1iae«  «l»<»  foHoil  'JT  ikH 

».)vyr  doilMr» 

tSyr.<  t*t  Moi'Aniiwr  frennnollyryd  to  form 
j.-ak«,r.t«y  ni«*rnif.jf  wtili  tha  M.>nt»u»A  F**!* 
tn*  nt.  i:i-'  itii  t'a-.Mlry  Hiid  ttrn  kuti*  vt  thy 
mttt  tiriiiiyry  ■«  far  m*  the  rlvw  n ♦rtti  of 

M.ii'  .dth  Thy  ttH ..nnoiaaMOiM  dn-'Valoiind  ihe 
fai  ' ' liii  t hroy  foii^  wx**  rybyta  arnwii 
Mtth  riOm  $.mp«»T(tJ*  for  tUf"n»y 

HPota  w.  ra  * and  iw.,-  of  th# 
M"n''thA  r"it1n5"nt  Mon-  M.»unifyy1  Uoi  tJ»yT» 
WM*  ii.'  yi.«a4f<«n.-ni 

i.Mi'f  ii.  ihy  dav  i}if»nr.4j  Mo-Arthor 
m>  ii-il  BorlHMMrA  »a  thy  wat'T  eopidi  <if 
tr<  .d'y<  )•  ir>a<V>(uati 

< ORMKhT  Oh  l•a<M'^-A«ATl«’«. 

l.«n-h«*  t>«-otart>  \<  itywarMW*  to 

I ksrBoicr. 

JaIRIXiN  A|«rii  r>  -ThM  W'lrnlhjr 
atnl  r>Aiij  t*hr.>nifi'  MhU'h 
ihi  pr  " ■♦aui-.l  Gy  rfty  tA-hutma': 

• .itnmt'O'.  ».  a.imH  lh«i  l»  of  lit.  sati- 


Appoiof»«it  of  Obleoel  BnIBnnt«i  by  lAe 

Prwida&t. 


Or*l«vra  •• 
kMrMta— H 
The 


M H«m«i«»rr  at 
<-«rrrr  »•  thr  Army— 


F Mitt- 


H'*«t  loiWi-i 


,.l  from  ) 

. .•{  if,.' 


1 »<  < omaitaaloBa-ra. 


"t'X  i 


M.  . ihi  f.rinM  n0»  I ..ifjLi  f..!i 

fiiii.iA’i’ ■ •mutK'.l" f.  wlC  tu  (o  cofiM'n-.' 
It..  i;m  . . lf>«’  -AiJUitiafil.-  t tioill'K.  hM/i 

biiratt 

rtr,  !A  hurmati  pr-*ui4»>i  .if  iVi<-  . ommti 

Thy  V'll.piin.*  havy  t.y.  i.  4>klliK  inif»y 

X'liM'  .)./  y..ti  |fri>iH'«y  t>.  <1..  t-4t  u»* 
Thy  pr'y  ‘ .Biaiion  Mnaamra  thr  .inyatloi*. 
Ri-.l  M rh-LiM  UMiuti  lh.»m 

I'ol  l“ti«rlya  t>*nb>  .d  Ih*'  intr.- 

trvIMI..')  oikI  forn*.  r nili.tai' r i.<  I'hl.iu  r<- 

toafk.-t 

li  l»  the  n*<>a)  isMtiortant  l•M«.^»*o«ltf,^l 
y r-.-.  .1.4  I M 'Vatatf..'.  ..r  lf>.Jy>u.uly.'.  y 

t»l«»»iab  Tnyalo  an.i  K-iallah  v..raj  .m  na  . 
V...n  (>rtM«Nl  «r.l  II  l«  i>r>»ii  I.,  . ;r.  .u  ii. 
II. am  Mai'il.i*  an.)  .1  m)  iha  «..ai).,»i» 

h'hf.y  M >1  iM.  aeiti  i . ih-  taki  i«»i»  i..  u.,,, 

t«  «ia 

Til.  I .mfBt'iM*  ..f  Bi>*«Jaril«  nt.'U.r  ih. 
loMtl.  -aNlp  j*.  .1  .)  Am  .1  t..m  K'i»-t  pryyi- 
4l"nt  "1  t ■ Rtainiah  (Tot.  haa  h«.t  lit. 

Cl  a*  « • •.  'S.  yxiM~1tt|.ili  ..rkhr-Ur.l  !„  .jy. 

nivi  • 1 Mti.l  I..  (h.  .Ataii.iah  |wii. 

! ' m.-rntyra  '.f  thy  ytiM-dH...!!  w-r. 

oWUf'-.!  • vif  'tw  »».— U ...  thy  KlIipt.iM 

The  EekSt  IlMit 


t A«..' 


ltatM..(c 


.iircFti'i*  th«  fTiiptn..  .(h 


...tunv,....  .IK  .|m,  l-ittKou..  li.  .t,. 

MFOth'-r.  -.'..yim*,  »„,(  f,!*  aohortllrsatya 

dMi*ni.y»l  ; -y.  A^-uiiVMlAo  • kuth-r!'; 

fTtr  l»l>Mi>lA»  la  rMfl**y«l  li>  a - yj.l  tlto  IlllTla 
tl.iria  1..  'k.  * h»vtn»  h*wh  »*my"l  ihil  thy} 
'•i-l  f.M  r»na»»fn 

..1  Iha  fi.rwiyt  Hwn.twh 

I Ihy  ImIkimI  -if  Mitwiuru  Ma« 

" ■ for  nil  n»f»mi»M 


ICOUJ'I  tu 
UaJ  K-i 


Thr  Fpa^fant  appointad  Cot.  Ad"l- 

l*».n  K Hofllnetofi.  ontOMtioo  <l«rpMr*iUMt»l, 
to  br  .'htrf  Of  octlttMiKM  uf  th»  ni-ray.  with 
thM  r»ak  of  hn**hlrr  tMn*r»l.  O+ll-  X>- 

B rtaurfrr  dy<*y«»*d.  f'oI  nolRn«ton 
the  aycoml  ranktli*  i-©l<'r>yl  of  tti»  rtypAfI 
m«>n4  amt  l»  now  in  eotn/wuHl  of  the  *t<\ 
aronjynt  pow.lyr  fai-'ori  at  latnf  Loil  ii' 
win  raltrc  for  ate*  In  Nov.  ml  ' i 
I'ol  HuBthhlot'  htur  anprlntyi! 
t,>ry  A.Mtt^m.  li.  I^W  fm«»i  V't»r"iilA  eotn- 
Inir  from  that  part  of  the  «tatr  whK-h  t» 
ima  n>»t  Vtririnia  Me  iMfyatny  o Heutrn 
ant  Mt  iltr  t.y*1t.nln«  "<  'hr  rlvtl  war  «"• 
im*  from  (ho  Miuth  h*-  alronulr  tjyfy't 
ti.  Join  it».  cottfftlrrtwv  hn*  hr  iU1 

im.  h 

Hr  royanir  -i  iBtualf.  lahirr  the  eloM»  "f 
th'  wHi  Aaior  ft'ioi  a abort  yyrvlcr  a»  a 
<'ifv.‘pr:«i<it.r.ii  oixut;:'.' r he  h«»  beam  .'..n' 

ii.io'.oyiv  tt>  'by  oidii-vi'.-'y  i-»yi"i  Hta  ftama 
la  rait.ii'L  (y<i  Miih  « iMimb"!  .'f  imi'urtant 
Imvr'.oy.iii  n'a  tr.  of .tiijih' ••  H*  n.ta  thr  it*— 
yirnor  .f  (hr  HolfttvK'i  ''-* rtiaiippyar- 

.....  (j.ala;:  thy  n.'l.! 

the  < ii.iad  8lul< « 

I tnah.-  Uetll  I " 
...o'el  .MAJor  Jit' 


111*  jpiM  «wrrv«*y  » 

1.  .wrmre  ft  H«l'1»iti  « 
K.mi  h 


Mr.  Herbert  Potnam  Take*  the  Ostb 
of  Offioe, 

BTERB  [JPOli  HE  BBTllS  TOBAT 

A Bfief  Talk  With  Him  as  to  the 
Work  Latd  Out. 

9V’TT,L  rKfJCEEn  SLOWLY 


Mr  ll.'rlmrl  Putnafn  'be  n.w  librarinn  of 
< ■I'*  hii*  ■ ..tn*  to  i<a|ji«>s£i  ."o  til  yia. 
»n<1  fi*»  “niyreii  upon  fh.-  itniiy.  .T  hta  «( 
tic*  Mr  Hm/Kim  rra.  bt-d  th.  •»>  yyyirr 
lUv.  HO'l  BH<  flrat  i»h)y»-t  w«»  i.-  . «;!  ..tK'iv 
the  Ih'Snlytii  Thai  hart  » ihim- 

vyranfloo,  <tur<r>«  whieh 

•yl  fil*  «|ipry>  iBlli‘11 


W.  D.  Wiiaas  B^re  Peasiylvama 

Bribery  Inrertigalitig  Oommittee. 


Dockfied  to  Say  if  J-ohn  P. 
Was  tbo  Man. 


Byrne 


it  ca  pf  1 
dytertnlnath'! 
hi*  ahllny 
Th(«  nuirniniE 


meet  ihym 


i'litmim  t>ii- 
•».  ryan'.naiMI- 
aaji.yyaMl  i.ia 
to  tli«  brat  of 

I appeivryd 


tI»o  iihrarv  bulfdiriK  and  Avtiru  l.lhraTlafi 


.A  l.>i 


a muj.-r  ai»)  I 


..  W Uui  r 


* A "kli.  h <if  f'oio  el  Homrsi.'t.  » mthtory 
iir.  y>  wa«  trrypnTril  Ai  tli<  Xiyf  I'ot'ltr’ 
ttxiit  u>'.t  •ijiolyh"il  i'>  Ihr  iM.fcy  iWa  kfl.t- 
■'  Mill*  .JXIl!.'- 


tuini  i’.-'  .1  . iG-mi.e 
• iT.I.  n<  i tti.Hti.ff-.'K  i» 
4 . ’.iifn. '.'I  ar 
}>r.>fy»'yioii»t  utirtinmytit* 
rema'-ji'.l  i-  v ’ ' ’ 

,l«>*  i-f  I'MI-llf.  HTO.’l-tf  I 

U'.i-y  (h'lil.'l  f*  . imtn. 


SMitteman  -jf  uo 
'»r  tb"  hi*Kc' 
Th<-  iMt  < li.-'  ■ 
>h<«  irt  th»'  t!  - . , 
■.  N'  r 

'i  hl(»>  t.)  the  l-ryj. 


THEY  BOTH  FAVOR  PEACE 

OleTsUmd  tad  Sairiwc  O.ts  Tb«if  Virw*  la 
lb«  Sabj^t 

l«  Anyner  to  thrl»tl»«  K*n»e»*«r 

» < rwkMdy  \itataat  ’B.  or 

In  ticner*!. 


}t.'jfrT<»>«  .April  r. -AmofiK  Ihr  y.'tntntlbl- 
«'nlf..i'y  yyi-4'lv»Hl  bv  Ihr  VnUy<J  Ifex.-lety  «t 
<-hr1ri)an  Ki>di*v«r  r.-r.-iiily  J«  iroiniM  J.n«i 
Mttl*  Hr  (>r'4p.ii»it loll  f"v  ft  "War  AJt.iitiftt 
War  orxJ  Peaeo  »«i  ArMtrath-n ' nrr  two 
£r.<m  forrow  tniJfrt  Htn'"*  PrcMulyitl.ti 
i.trftv*!- t-i.v.'Jaud;  and  )t''nj>..ttUtv  itafrlub- 
Ka-l'r.wUJi-ot  t’ico-klAfxl  ■M'r.rt*.  •Tb" 
0)ytnlx-r»  and  fri.-'.iW  <rf  thy  iti-'lnty  ■>( 
I nijiiUlR  Kr^JeaV-r  have  iiyver  ytttrr.'l 
u)vn  an  wfKj-rikltvn#  prai  ileal  at'sl  ■« 
m.hie  AM  ihe  <e»n  ih«y  orr  now  truihib* 
inK  »r>'  *tji  aimtvJonm.ni  Uf  '■*>'  'i»  h m-'-'.n* 
for  th.-  xyith'mt'iil  <if  tn(.imut(or.et  rttff"; 
•nt'-a.  and  if  thvry  t«  any  snl-Mtan-''-  1>. 
lalm  Jh*'  'lur  ;h«iitini'«»  and  tb.j  tra.)*’' 
that  . tioruct-j  l*«  a»  ««  A .rb'FT-^' 
nuilpftaj  yl.vatii.'ii  and  '-brieiiUnika  ".n.  i> 
i«  .min'tiiij'  ptiipyr  thai  ">«i  * «>wn'.ry 
hir  111  th"  h'»A  in  any  m«v«jit*nt  S»  tb>  lU- 

ti.ii*t‘i  of  fijas-o." 

his-fryaldynt  H urr4y>in>  letiMr  Mil  • •■t>i»r 

O'VMrlf.  '.nil  wteh  tnoF.  (•■’  the  *ti'<ii  tx.-iy 

i.r  ii«  .Tlla.nxht}.  i yiprti-vs  tt>»  .P-ylri  >.-< 

AnierKft  fhr  feae*  with  th.  'Whotr  wprlil. 
it  w'.ttW  have  I'lrn  i,tln  !»  xu»e«.»>  th*- 
liilHi'jr  .1  >wii  of  liim-khi. «#<■••  nr  fatti.iy  tiir 
iiimAm<-«t  ta  thft  SflUrrr  <.n  « ti'-xfile  f'>- 
•iloo  rri.ntt'-r  Thev  Mi'Uld  have  I"t4 
rtahtl)  th.u  in.  ftOhdUl-yne  were  not  rip< 
And  ««  it  m»y  b*  and  i"  i>r*>i«Nj'.  iFilt* 
that  .1  fi;H  BPt.nt'Mh'd  af  thw  (Htni'iiih-  >» 
not  at  pr.y.-i.l  ji-.Balirir.  th*-  <iyii1  *i(i!  t-o-'n* 

« l>"h»tc.  -! 

• It  ;«  l.>  a tidrif  of  ‘’ey  and  forWATanyy 
makh  rtfis  ib<  <4»'1>  ln*tStii!h.i.»  *«<}  tcov.TH- 
ni.iiia  of  th.  w-erl.t  Ihm  wt  •««!: 

Hfilvi-riuii  (-yxii  an  • -ih.rt'i  «T*>l4fo I !'.«  It'"  h 
ftty  i.f  -tetCii*  dlffio'  a ' 


kttHM'';*"  ilTiV 

tr,  H«rrt»  llrntarra  tin  «»> 
< itiaeai 


. try  lb<«. 


'It;  •d'l-isrii  r.e  •-  lu  '•i- 

l.ii.ly  .f  'll.'  myili-Ai  .I'-rxiilfri'-ni 

.(  <r,i'..(.^l(  fty«"  : »1(.s  .1.  r<,, 
. yhiToti.  H coi  imfMO'iititi  t'l.r'jiyrx  m 


1)' 

. Jy  .....|y  a«.l  J 

! i:  . II..-:  -.1  I..  ..ith  . 

. y kF'  r«>u 

f »r  1 1 .’1  :*  At.i’y.l  tli.it  »! 

..rriy  lh(.-  .(  ll;.  .Attlrf  ■ 

I Ihi  I'hitH-juniy  .4HV  Ifr. 


aulfx  th*  ri'l*.-* 


y -.4)>l'.t...  ..{  Jn 

. ' ■•...j'B  f 'Tnai  : 
1 tfti.jtih  -'f  iir.i. 


f.>r4i  y««-orf(Ki  hj-m  t*>  thy  eomwodtiMia 

■''rtf  6ri  aj-vsn  f-i-r  th.  hbrorian.  'rh4. 
. i f ..fR.-y  «.-R'4  tii-ken  r;>t,;rr  ft  nsnnrv  in 
’ Hpifpi  htiti.itfijt.  aft'ri  M'lii'li  Mr  i'a?- 
■*j*n.'d  th.'  .-;>Ui  Bttd  iho  dt-oumeiii 


I'TAry  • 


t’at. 


of  til. 


y.  iiv  har  ftr 

' ■i.\ra'-4,yv'-: 

"•rvft 


1 wyy  s-pyftl  in 
n • hftft.!*  '.f  ijy- 
. i.ni-  prtii-'ifMti 

t1  ihf'  Hy« 
r 1 Wy,.f  with 
■tfl  <yitl  l.tSK 
f V-Hti  lliw 

: k.  ->«  hrait-  her, 
«.  • ■KitiK  ju-vri. 

rk  b.  h.(»  t(<-ft4' 

Bit 


ill'f. 


» tk 


Wl.i-i.  «' 


It.  ti.d  m.'.n  111*  ai'c/i.i  ; ci.  y r.  .api’cilfts 
ilii'  tiiiTiity  h.-  “oid 

■■(  nni  n«i  litsytixH,*..  i,>  if,,.  F.>(i4t>»1yr«tt>»i> 
of  A r,..u.  i In.'  If  1 w«r.-  a’*k*'’i  ;hF  diry*" 
H»>y»tft/t  ii.H  t'>  ■nhiii  u fchftit  lx-  | M..i«lii  tlav, 
iUl’niiHMtynH'i'l  a ftOfMO 


Olv’F.N  TIME  to  CONSIDER 


MARRJ«H1'I?'».  f**»  . Apri’  ft  Thy  brlh- 
rrj  It*  1 y|ii»itail'ft<r  i'«>»if»f1i«'y  rvautaod  lixin- 
h«(rr  at  r»  nViir'k  ttiU  mornio*  Mibl  will 
■oak.  an  rieftn  h'  Jt4,  wot*  ihW 

Ail  thi.  myit.ib-^-*  i4f  tba  hfttiar  have 
byrx  ftyard  >*»<  • I't  Hr^tRrftUH'fr*  Kdreil*- 
t .1  , j(irinia»i*T<  Ai*d  T’mitn.  etrauahaii  unil 
feifinila'.rh  »r«  »w>h>tn»iT  111  t»t  ihrlr  ii'-my*. 
uml  miK  pr.'hsWy  i>i»»  bF  aW.  ;«  a.f*t>*-»r  »><•- 
f.»ry  ti.c  t-yfftmiitf*  TUnhit  wli;  tx-  raliwl 
U.I  ilia  l•«olll•a^  iiftyF  f?«.pp"*iftntallva  Mavk- 
.v  of  JoKk-Hwa-iftA  hn*  iNW-n  ry..xaft>t«-4 
Tm-  '‘omminife  yajweta  lo  ''oftip  at"  th’- 
it'Oriint  t.f  wtl>i«'*»4-t  un  P'm^ay  aud  lUr  i-*' 
FKst  Mbti'iiiy  A vtllJtx'etift  liar  h<'<'“ 
I«5.u4ii  f<*F  hTaiiU  It  Jott-*  ft  A'^hdad'  -j’hift 
who.  H la  ''ff-rird  H"|*ryy-t:>  ji' . ■• 

lyanharh  ,.f  j-j  ripilla  h )it,rtrhni  «i 
miivt  ."t  hotiJiy  Anafai’lyi'd  i'.'  h"' 

yt-ara  tf  he  a-.juht  vflf«  for  eendior  ii*<ai 
Sk'.  t>.  W'ltaoB  on  ihr  s<».u<i. 

■W'-lflarn  It.  lA'-ii.rH  -if  Wyyim--' -•  «i»ii,  wo- 
.i-I.IM,..!  al  (1  »>F'  Vtl.llj'*  nt*!'tl'.K  -f  'hr  I'ftB*. 
TOI....  !...ii  Ijy  WAS  !».<-'  -fr  t'.tFS*  So 

ibanK4  litr  i-t.  ff.'tn  • '•'.I'.ni';  Is.th  t’.  S'l. 
'U»r  '.^ofty  Ifr*.  .'«rn  and  iht-  »>«tai-..  • nn  - 
ii.'  ■ .'.r '!  deShiiFil  '■•  ft--'  th- 

isainr  <if  th-  ly  raun  »-  > rtsa’V  »«" 
ofT.-F  naa  '.«*■  fir»t  wiiii.ar  -aUi-d  t- 
•ioj- » »ifUfUiy>.  Ml.  Wllftf.'..  nsf.,-'!  shat  h 
Mtlort’ey  til'  h'-ard  b-f.'K'  ti<  mno''  h*a 

» ..I'-nt'-ni  a»  l(>  til;-'  «t»»nniirtl'‘*- ••-  'ifth.t  { 

n:t.  ad<'«*ifi  i<n!(*t«F  ’■bjH»tt.-'4r<  l-v.w  >•' 

;>(»?•. I i»i«i  VVdHnit  had  ftot  e>yt*-n  rU:*(K-'‘ 
w(ih  any  «nd  thfti  ift»  ■ «Tfi*RSt '’-v  (la 

fif  rtffhi  to  A’K'V.'  Jh'-  ytltun^rs  io  lypri-Ar;* 
hint.  Mr.  I'ouhk  ns'-'Vyd  that  Ux- 
i«r  rftft>3»»4l  UFiti.  S 'ifftK-it  ifi  (fFtf  I iii«t  III 
mixhf  -vny.Jit,  wnb  his  iift»rn"y  W*fli4»i 
ihe  tnwiiofi  I :»Urmi>n  Pt.w  .o.l4  i- 


The  Preeideat  WiD  Atteod  * Qraot 
Monnioent  UDveiliog. 

Bi  ffiE  iifwtm  fl*  miMmm 

A Fiiipino  Caller  Gives  Hi*  Views 
on  Affdti^ 

K.  X V T 1 V E f ’ L E M L N C Y 


M.-Kifji-y  i'yl*y  Ay'’''i-i'xJ  .<n 
li-vtl-k! Inn  t<4  iiftynd  the  o»'.-Hin»  of  t 
»»><-n«;wi-r>t  '.<*  <i*T>  (Jra-o!  Hi  Vttimiintot 

I'hik,  J’)iiitt'l4-lphl*  <■<!  AiiHi  JT,  Wi'ii. 

Thy  Miil  h4'  II 

nnir-ftfAbi.-  ©tty.  it  Is  i»fttd  Thr  in<'«iitn.>'ni 
fUfi  ivttc’c*i  oy  t»r  I'atmioun*  I’lirk  Ara.r- 
'iatlan.  Mfrl  f,fya>'rtx.i  iJiy  i.-ity  <■(  rhsl'i- 
a<-»t*h!a  Tlift  AiA!.-  i-AWamr-  mHI  -’sl.'mt 
thy  i-r>/r<i«>r  .trt'1  ih’ry  wUi  t«.  » si<  m'ti- 
flio  K.'vrf  t.avfil  THi- 

.-Jt'tii  »«iit  rh«i.  hr  M-vdil  ’I.'  Mb.it  — il'i 
I’*  tb»  aiTtli  tto.i  Hff  t <-<'r4y..~-.ut4''l 

'I'bv  miniyry  fy«!.if.  Mii;  lo-  in'-4'-.i«''«  i>y 
iruifty 


PAY  OF  army  OFFICERS 

Aft  Important  bj  th%  OaatnUv  of 

the  TrwiBfy 

"Tr^wiaw  Apt  Ott^ratiatf  tiwr 

Knyrmr''  •«’)  KAa44l amr wf a 


I roiretoniff  t-  j'.  i'moirjr  »/  the  (mytnar- 
KWiyrMl  of  ij«y  wrm>  »ut«<Mtlty«1  lhr'i-n*h 
SK-fTr’Afy  fl  SS'at  I fir  — jlHTOllAr  at  (hy 
liHtt  wrh'411  ft  rtyi-tMin"  that  wilt 
by  of  m’jxh  Ifiiyrrxt  !<>  oBW-<vh  ayretft*  v»t»h 
V > UrKftyr  tiTyftfW.  Til"  >r>Mltr*iilrr  linht*  ttfifc-* 
v<Auna(»-r  ir.w<r««  y**  f»  ihy  tfervirf  t^rv 
WHhfJi  ’h.'  tnioiftina  .’f  rrfhlort  I -f  thy 
■.*f  AtMJi  'Jn  ifttX  rtfHftaliivtl  aCHllKr..  (hu  rn- 
o'DT  -‘msA  ’iftti'i',"*  xy<viT»jf  with  •"U'-'h  trosA'i* 
wh>»  i*h*3i  'Xrryiar-  .jiidfr  i4)4»lirfim.mt  ift  «>r- 

dArr  Ja4.sj«>  b)  oy.int'firr:'  au«.b<tH:.v  » I'tm- 
tiaiiA  ;vb...vy  tbHr  r**  rt»4F»in«  t«  bill  ^rad,. 

ttF'-  f-ri’a’i'*}  t’l  rn-AiiF  r*ny  »nd  aikywanF-ftk 

'tf  :h'-  ffra.lir  t’j  ibp  t-’Mnmand 

*<4  r-JE'-rr-fft-'}  n-.'itwi:  w.kxIIh*  yttfth 

m-.',  hnvf  tfoor.  n>ytifl-ti  Ity  ’f«.  8«x'T>-  >vrv  <ft 
War  ihsii  Ihrjr  wv’iiOi  iy  i-yl  ' 

*'>ii  'he  sHn  of  Ky*rruAt-y  jh.-  Hoi-rf  of 

W »r  isc4>i4'.}  t*v<'  r-ifi-.-wj-.B  fi4r  tJiy  tfnola'w.y 

if  '.h<-  >'tiM4'»i'-r  si-'-’int).  '-Sim  . *}«y  dr*  - 

tnra.-.n  -f  iftr  iiiift:  A.nsini*’  Vt  trfi*. 

ft),  ir...,i4S  Hr>'  t-j  iK'  fi'fc'iriSorl  at*  Oi>4-t  14' 1J1« 


Tfo- 


.:>ti«»»tiry  ftdJU-ti  » 


I'ty.M'5'- 


tontifttii 


-mi.-uk.ftlt  f'»r  ».id  Muu*' 
*-— -ra  *tAl4<rn»  " 
jol'tr  1}**:  i}i»4  l»  '<i4iy  lift 
.•(.If*  "f  iVar  Aft4l  <'»i»:>.*t 
>:♦>(:  ifti  IMP-  M-»U.  h h-»y 
; tfi-  A‘!'imf-r  uyo*.fi4}  I’f 

,^rv  ..•ii'  ’h!lrift 


• Jobti 

tAH 


.be  : 


Mintvi-A{K> 


I ttH4> 


.irt  !Mk(i"K 


ft'lmiSitxfctr.i 

«vi'  iiy\»r  .-’liitufi 

••.;;ty.--  I'ift-  [w-i 

ftorril'Ui  of  lift 


I 'la.v  !'5  da; 
"«?»irrl>nftH 

I.'CM  ot 


To  HHiht,  TttK'  .soMKita, 


larhy  nf  tli#  t'filHMl  Tift-.yft  unhayAt  m 
laindoti.  ikllyil  kt  thy  .S«iy  f N-iwriHinil  |.." 
dftx  t.'  pay  hi*  r««}:4ft4.(»  ,o  rti-n  tary 
Ifp  i»  "itt  t«  11}  ItiA  vi»it  l»  titir-  -oiinni  aj4.i 
rkiiy'-l»  1-.  rt'iwrn  1.*  hin  jMirt  aiin..»t  in»m»- 
dUtylj  H«-  bar  pTArtH'ally  itr- 

Faitjtrmant*  fir  Itrlnaltn  llir  tyriiwln  Insal 
Bwmyiw  to  ihtr  rouniry  'in  fhy  'V  k of  ony 
of  thy  (fr»*i  wr-yaai  inurtfak  Tbo  B.-inw-ry  la 
■>rt»rdp  boat  purrhaasd  in  Klt^ltn.l  tani 
.f..  thi*  ou(l»ry«h  of  Ihy  et-anlafi-Aittyfl- 
ar<«»  ii.ir  K<nyrnm*'nt  wh>>  iirn.-m. 

1 »f  tl.y  n>'.itr*iKv  «»'4 
. . J Uift  I'nitv.i  gt„|..»  .hif. 
I'onlimtai'ftw  of  Ilir  w«' 


l>»»rtii  K py  "kt.l 

1 »n4ii'  •r.  soil  MAftlti 

The  ytninn.i*  n...j*tn  .n..  Ky.j  t r.a*  itau 
A '••’Cnn'ii'..  »>.-».  m.rahyrM  »ry  „f  all 

I**ll'*r*«ltlly4  II,  .Maotu.  iiyM.i’ftl  hy  joht. 
tferorad  ail  K.^tlyAKkan  haA  tMwi  .irvAn- 
lac^  f.4r  iliv  p.irtywy  ..f  lni4wi ixM ii.a  m* 
miptnv  'eaJ*?w  a>.  I witl-n.liiK  for  tliy  r, - 
..a»r  *f  in*  arlsMiicm  IB  (h*  i,Mn*  at  Im- 
o^aiar. 


TUB  DKHtRTStK'Tf  t S « SVoH«*BI>. 

Orn.  (HI*  Haa  Vat  IHarioard  Flaea  fer 
Aaathyr  < ntnwataM 
If  tlcn  ntia  la  (ir«iiurlMT  plAo*  fecr  aaoihnr 
amj.alrn  ajmlnat  *««  Itiaorit.-fii*  in  iiem- 
t»  ..f  ‘‘atiimpti,  aa  tfi.Jh'ktn'l  In  thy  peyaa 
’lUfaiuh  a front  Wattllft.  h’  ha*  ne>t  in- 
formt-.l  ipy  War  I.htpartmatti  of  It  In  fiM  l, 
hr  Kftn’Tnl  haa  (lat  ih’.ujrhl  it  nreraant)  to 
'•inatuni.  nlr  with  lb,-  .iriHtilmynl  for  IWo 
1.i>»  .'oiM-nmlOK  thy  •u-.ittlhin  In  Ihy  I’hll- 
ti'i'lhiia  tv  hl!«  U may  br  nwyaaary  |q  annij 
y>na  MaMinai  fh4.  in*unt#n(a  who  hner 
ayihrml  cii  iMltimpM  in  ..rdar  to  makr  ihr 
authority  of  Ihy  I'nlia.l  RtMiy*  nwsry  ai.fury 
and  fitf  Ha  ,-ff»y«a  ujwin  thr  »i«ttv««,  }»t  It 
ta  not  to-iift-,  *d  ihxr..  -wdl  !•#  anything:  ntorr 
aypito.y  than  gAjrmlJa  warfare  T^y  ln*ur- 
ginia  »pyi4Hl  HJ  rvMr.'  on  the  «p- 

IvFoiith  of  Ihy  Amartran  irmipa. 

‘ ••watetna  la  cM>  >’iiUiki»i««A. 

Thft  .■•auklitya  jn  thy  PhtttppUiMa  front 
K*l.rttaiy  t to  April  4,  Inclualva  an  ro- 
iwYTtyJ  t4.  thy  *4llwt*nt  w«n*r«I.  arai  IClUail 
XM  wowohed.  Ur9.  TtetaO.. 


Ih.'  h. 

> iihil.e  I 


'Ifi  hat.-  1"  - -mytu. , };. 
h Itir  tf't'.rh’  .'((i.'fiiii.t 
I (h  *lt4'  ;iK'..!  of  It  ' >1- 


I liii'GnWe  ft 

4!  i>..t  mil. 
r>ft«.t>-  l<j  -lit 


wli-'h  m<,y  hfy.'f 
nta  i»i.  .M  n.-r....» 

Kc  -ii  Iir.rai  >-  iti4  , 
a ihi 


!»*,•  . . .;: 
(Ill  cikHiii*}’ 
lOK  i'ualft.'ar.  :> 


f :'((»,  (<n|  wt![)  ll 

li'S'ina  i-alaKti*  i'.-r’-. 
■'Tn  tlixa*.  yMrronn'HiiK 

•.  H.  ania  iIiki  * 
iHa  "I  IS  mi4ta*('  nt«*i“ 
» Mi,.(4'  ..ml.ftM-irainy 
111  FhF  Hlirarv  irr-iwa, 

«.tti»ahi»  Co  It.'  ntxt(v- 


afftl  he  I'Oft  Fooik! 

1',1,'iy  o.'f'iaio  >ft-f<i;  ,,,  , 

Mr  f’tiiiiMn*  .1/.-',  Ill,;  4. -nt  an  ,’|  (.v.,. 

r-,ai>  wH»  a ■ ift  y>li<*i.««.a  ..  mail.. 

Itry'it  t»»hl1';  fth.'*.  yf  bin  *4V..ii*i'!)*fim<'i» 


diit.v  and  I 


iilkt' 

y - m»'rr  hyf*.rt<  • hy  lyaltl'y 
■lH>  1 1 thy  iH  t iv-ya 

»«>*  «iul  ‘oia  • ..ni<  t<.  tVaaft. 


tv  > Krt  ffu  %TI«%  t»r  THlSTh. 

I'ya*f.  Jrohft  t«  4 onfapytty*  tbitb  thr 
iMtittatPlatl  < <4a»B>laMl<>a 

Th«'  lii  liiatiiftt  .•'nimia»l«ti  tioJnv  i-’intcn. 
wod  l1*  ii.nfaryi'."  wHIi  J.  ..ky  of  I’nr. 

noil  i'titvftrrti.y  in  t"#iiri)  i.,  ihi-  prypnrftll'-r 
« |,lAh  for  Ih*'  11*1  "»llkaiii)ti  .f  iruala 
Hint  thru  (•(Tft.'t  ".n  ttri'ft.’  i.f  Tt>> 

i<i»tnmta4it<>*l  dyatiwa  lo  make  h lory  ’ft.fn*. 
VrohellAlvo  Btiidy  Ilf  Ibe  lYoata,  In  tinW 

thut  thrv  tnny  by  nhir  to  roirort  aome  iegtla. 
lallon  !••  fithgi-aa,  wKh  a •/I’.w  tjiylr 
ludlrhnta  Pr|rvtftH'»n 

TiirtiorFftW  the  '"’.’wmlkaJoii  will  rnaviwt.  th» 
igki'iT  of  I icttiinoTty  Among  il.oao  who 
"•  laaitfy  during  the  jitw*'*nt  ntowh  Are 
.1  (ThKfhyr  of  lh«  N'*w  York  tamrd  uf 
imd",  PrAwi'iiti  r Mkll  tif  (ha  AtHt-lmml- 
gTMtJ'tn  l4ya4U’  4if  Itoai.m,  fohn  Mitobyit 
Ilf  tb»  I'nllfftl  Mine  WroTytTi  W.  -M  WhHo 
«f  AiNtnlft-  B-  K I lark  .»{  th,'  Cipflyr  (,f 
HailrotMl  <'nniio4X.»ni,  dtuboa  t.ionran  of  rha 
OrMtuiv  wurkerk  and  »’  Xf  A«h«p  ..f  fha 
UruihvrtKwd  of  i.<a«.'vm<itiv* 


■ '.(oOfyyft  dfals'KH 

I 

V'-AA  if  htt  wild  tt5ft,dy',;tti»  ■'ftpr  Sv  i'.yft' 
"I  ■i*-;itnr  to  Mcaw-i  . - ” 

‘r)»»'c«»4'«»4*tj  Wt'tia  Arrwwt, 

CfirhfrWft*.  If,.*'  adrljMr'Y  VV itfton  ifta.'  f 

M'lkiW  plAC'  him  tft  th"  ih'  a,  ! 

R4-ftPi.«i-e,r>iia  fof  ('..'iilfTiii.t.  tm'rwii  ho 
-ra-Kiifed  th-  'lus-ittuti 
Mf  V'-,wa«  aiijrgeaiod  t1ia,i  ■*»  B>.'P*-*f'i<' t- 
tivc  Xrisiiail  of.  Ktonerwri  i-ii*  no;  Ask  ■!  *.■ 
give  th-.  flftnjy  -'>f  th.-  {>»rXy'’S|p nu  .•  ■'.iii.jty'l 
t«  havy  Afthl  ’hut  th«i«  i*lkti!  ".  ?.'•..»«>  tfi 

It  f>.r  him  >■■■>  •■or  iif  %te>  Tf***  tvtia'jn 

h:  >'S  iifto'l  IIM;:  if-!-  Mr, 

r^js’ift-i  tisit!  h'-  .I'wd'-re'il  '<'■.■  a'-rB'-ant- 
ft!-v.rttia  I-,  sov,  jFu-fo ->4aii  s«ym'-'i  be- 

(fhtj*  f«i„rci.inf  - I'bf 
!hy  {ian>  ■>  i.aui, 
y.ftfot  Sir  ITtlyin'x  cinw 
,.A  >,-»A  -s'l'if*;  -f 

(f.-'WfttI  ihset  titss>F.«,>h  .vs 

o:>  >.ff.o  h'.-i  j. 'ftp  n,(»dft  t'*  Hoh'tn'i 

there  wna  iw.*  n-oj^Ai’y  «■  v.  'ftti  hc-n. 
fb.i  »ft(s;*am-Btai^-4  tnts)i  t-.  n'.;t'y 

h.fn-  t -'iptwgyw-r  tt(y  t-niisAt  |..  -''.nm  wit?* 

tirtl'iftvH*  Wtlt  i.ft  ..otiloU  JO 

fcleaat*  hlcJ-miKlofi  ftnd  Th-- 

■ ft.tcjTft,'  a'ljouni’ftl  l»  -■  <'"ii4;»fi 

rt!«  •afjytni'.oM. 

still  CONSiEJERtNG  SAMOA 

Eeglufei  Qffiaskn  Asd  ATtwricaa  DipitsoWii# 
Workmjr  oa  rrofekm. 

t-T(njtn)yit  {-'Minra  M»j4»rfty  — \tr. 

Whit*'  ao|ip<4ftta  <}t4e*4*«i»  j 'a 
t IhlB*  Tor  1 nanlttsitf 


M-— .dd  (ft- 

•tne  nmti-ft-’.  s.j  .■ 

ijht.l  ;hi»  Jif'.yjn.s 

Tito  er-nimti’-,. 


flKftl  IX  .'VllOi  f Thr  lire  : 1. 

; Wft.-t;  thy  H-nncAit  nji’-iia.'o*  n 

fairs’  V'.fr-n.  v'»'  )!<;<•;  ,w  ihr  I l*f.--1  tk*l- 
9ui<l>*ft'*ft''i>J'ir  -•Sn.i'Y.M  Hhii.  on't  •' 

Hrillaf*  iKlHl'ly* xidP  Ml'  f-Vnllh  ' Ift”,'-;!, 

■ tniiot**'.  Thy  r«'fn.-w.'r«rA<{e.'  .H  - tr.  .i:  itcl 
«in  “•;(«  ftiej’i-'  i’".'  niaj-.fvt,}-  rii.'>  ai'hjn  h 
Kurnnyii  .i;V''4'lgv.tl'.!t  'm'ntioi.. 
• >*»nt.4  iihd-d'ftciiv',  .\  '.ndti'K 

the  li.'.'iift  III' 1 ftiiij  fti^  ' tut.'.*  b <* 

t|iJt<'y>-'*K  JK  iKi-  1.'  ' F 

ilc  Vl'Ij'.l.'  4;iid  ;..  ift.'  " ftCC  ••alyjh’f.'it! 

t'liniii}.'.  Th'-  ‘'hftft}-  ir  a 4<-  • lO  't'o)} 

iluft  lo  loiF  I S tirvh.x  Mbw  .-  ly 
■ ■’til."  I -.r  -.'iI  ia«'.  <'oth  >*»»'..  ft 

tt.y  -ftt'b  41|.V  It 

.'.-'di.  M>((  intft  j*ift'  Mkii  I.';);!  r,-<-,  .1 

I !>-tTOft4se  ;h(!ihy  : !•  ••  t ■wit?  o.>  i'.-  -I'Rli  .. 

I"  4-vfti<-  ttiio'.iio".}  M'HHin  •'  .ons’i' 


h’nyiy  of-  tn-A»' 


ontidioj*  I." 
tCJiAtN-n. 
HMmir  utKl 


ltd  ft 


IN  PINK  AND  WHITE 

Beactiful  Oec:»«tKHM  at  the  Sloane* 
Hammood  Wwidiog. 


. or  TBE  liPEOffilTS 


Ceremony  Ceiebr«ted  at  St.  Bar* 
tbolomew’s  ChufcK,  New  York. 

Gf{(X>M.  OEM.  fJAMM<LNi>S  RON*, 


TORK  Aiirti  UL-Erntiy  V'Bf»».4rt,iJt  , 
Mhmne  >l'.*Arhd«r  nf  WlUhttn  l><«4«t«a  AIcmuim 
und  niyee  'if  tbiiwitija.  WilUazn  K KreOteO- 
h-k  »ftd  VaotjAirWit  wa*  mbrrt«!d  bt 

>i>>in  'teiaj  i.'i  .John  KencT  Iti»rp.t»«»rt  *>?  ' 
tJ’yHxuft  Thy  r-<'reR«W>>>  t<>«4(  yUarr  In  e<. 
Harthfttcwnrtr'a  CYHtrrh,  ibe  intriur.  Ryv. 
("f  JiftMrt  K.  Cieowr  etfUrioj Ittti 

Tb>.  Ttfaatiful  y*t}nr»  had  f4y»»i  mng*ilff' 
i*-nilv  ij»44,r»tyd  for  iha  (»yy<,*h»Ti  tmtor/itai 
y-ankx  t>t  rt-jWMr*  -ry.w-died  .fey  I'hftJtyyl.  the 
fdliftr*  wr*  opttl'lftyftl  wiib  Byrnr*>lA*  HHe*. 
ihe  ix-w-*  m(*nd  wt'b  vo***  »n-l 

!h*  wh«)4>  a'.m'.'«t'b.'ry  ilfjyn  wtfi.  ;n<-  ix-i- 
ot  the  >'*>rM»eTvati3r>' 

f'lPk  »r.'l  Mhily  Wftfe  ih»  r*-Ut!*  ni»i«ly 
afty-i  tn.  rh'  di*y4»riAti«&r-  H«fv}  caih**  rttir- 
ft«4Kd-»l  t»4  (•.(>•?  illt*.»  iyr.t  SI  tiirx/Xiff 

ftiH.iT  >«  '.n<-  y wi/.  Ar*  ftn-fc  Usitiixit  of 

Kn-i'f  Jifiiv  thft  •'hanni  m}.*  ort* 

liftT  (4  p.'u  •*’■  {yt'.hf'o*-  «*■'•«;  .’ft.  .f. 

'Slli«'tl  <*  .Vt*ll  fft-  3M.‘4‘IS 

MriAr  Ktairr*  at  ttiua 

M,y>«  Sh.-..4t"  . h'ftftyd  tJjy  ---hiM-’'  Pf'>n»f’'tY 

»t  TK'.".  *.|  1 yf...r:r\  Ft  lift-  ' r...  ft’tV- 


PREFERENCE  TO  SOLDIERS 

Oivil  SeTTifts  (Tosaiijai-un's  fiftStpeusB  te  Ir' 
QQiTj  Reaphcl-ift " Apjfftietinfn**. 

l-’ruv'li.in-n  Th«*  ItlyyiinriKy  «»»»  »f«iy 

B*rvii  t.ilift**  tiyftftYV***  «r  VH-Ji- 

04-II41  or  M'4SU4<4i, 


.<»h- 


briiV»'yO'.,>'i  . 


"Ktl'i  -illU'-'rt 


If 


fn-icc  so  n>*^ 

THy  .Arm’  ( Bnirvn. 

T«y  dfteicd.m  of  Adioftiys  a>i’hi-al  *;■  *«« 
ftft  the  ‘^r'!'}  tAhstt'ii  IftClylAtift*!  »(  Th<  last 
i'onnvjh^fyJaakf  Jt^swid}*  «mww4  th*-  I'rnsim:- 
nr-’i  fw-if''  f-’f-rntr?*’'  t»  .ly'i-vliy.  and 

f(v»t  sitkhi  It**  *tApefi>t*«yi»1ii|tit  of  Ie*la1ii(te-n 
of  fhft  XftClniml  W i'  T i'  e-nd  !l»'  htftiid 
»f  tfty  r4-f«<mi  iwfn.k  hortii(jtft-».J  that  th«y 

wouid  ’’Ot  yftbpstt  ftfiibftyi  ft  tight  t*»  ih*- 
tt.tertsr' i>ut  *.i*>oi!  th**  4iw  by  ih» 
AiSfinjFY  Fiftfiyx-fti.  loti  Vn':n:>i  3lltlft«!  lo  the 
iVyaMfttii  ’’•ftouif.  Th<-v  >«i.i  ih.nl  the  e\r- 
ftf  lit”  -ftw-  iity  Mh-h  til*'  I'rexidt'iH. 
that  if  by  v.V'"y  i(i»  iw-'w-yr  *41*  In  hie  h*!ftift 
t<>  !''.>ii;'r4'«ft  at>iy,t4i’.44y  lifo  rt«f»  ut 
US  iKh  >;r.f,y.  ftciil  !h»f  tii»y  wvtlld  ItW  fyyt 
yAt-lnaftti  tintll  Mr  Mi'Kini>y  bo-i  oi-iyii 
TIi4>  ,ndlyftu->J  a.  ptirtftiyi'  ti*  Kasm  an  «»!l 

HttHm  nf  th*;  mn'iftr  •'*  llie  •.  "h  mi'h'ft- 

taroiiKlindl  it*e  tnut-ntfr  '"U-'J  J«  hnv.- 
'ir-fP-  '*n  ibft  1*r4'-'»f-d“m  tbkt  h-**  <nety  on; 
'Fy«4»t  It*.  }-  Inetat.  n-OM'lti’fiftfittti*:  <:>'•  At- 
lortt''!'  icv«yr«ri  «i>ini«,K.  « id  ii't  iiittdi  1 ; 
tFrit  tif  '--i.st.'er 

»(i  iuf  .t«  hHotvn.  the  JBihJaof  wat<  nit 
hf’iwt'ht  tu  Cho  BttyitJton  of  ifjy 
tedRI'.  I'  t*  .h'fib' -.'.-i  bS  hoM-Bt'oT 

■'.<1;  ;hft  f“tN‘>>id''iii  u-tiwhJ  (ToJifttrly  yxprftxy 

: l»  Ic.H'Hif;--  M '.ftkft  «--tl'-n  It*  hv.  W'Oth! 

t'lfl  Vi'ttl'l  '.i>  <i4y»f  (hf  il'.'4':»i»n  of  tne  At- 
tofnyv  FJ«  iiet.ti  This  «1yi4(l<n>  it  Ir  wt<t. 
to  ft..-yp;e.i  t,i«tl!  lit'-  maSit'r  i*  inf’-- 
• . • r,y  fl-.,'  (ftoirty  Tb.  r-.M!’'-',  t*  iftoont 
!•<.  th-'  '.iiiJv  plny'y'a  M-li'.oe  Illy  ir-'..-o 
rni»t-'>  Ift-  fi.iijtti; 

A O'tltnltao’*  vtt»»«ft, 

Itaffo’ji  K»'i'yft  Iftila.  0 Mi'iv"  iif  .M.’tiliti, 
.1.:  «'  ;ti-  V\  h'fft  ^f.'^ll••'  I'ftltiy  |4,  tell  ’he 
F'.*‘-ii'!:t  at.mtthiivfc  of  . .xnittoni.  .itG'ivr  it*- 
tt«  .iciitly  wtdvi'.l,  fmm  'he  I’hiltpnioas. 
iilft  in  a Jsiitomiiey-f  .I:!*,-?}  «f  f'.«e  I'nltK} 

:at' “.  ill*  iiftiv  r'Htt'imi  i^'ho  ;*  « ftiifkyn  of 
lift  'ft'.'hiti  Hft  hue  ttVi'd  tn  the  i ntft*.} 
ifti.  4 ihifK'-e  yi-urs.  ,<nd  hui,  wrtiv-.'o  t>'v- 
;;ii  V . t>f<)  nntlye  eKtinti  ,.  if. 

5hi«  Tn..i>iifig  witn  SiftFiftcn 


l..<lA  . 


r(jr  lugr, 

fUj-hlmn  1 

Hv  to;;*'!  . 1> 


Xi'io**,  « 
at  ihtib  t 
»f  tbfa  ro„: 

fl  util'  I I*  Ih 


It  'hill  i; 
•<i  tirho 


ftVepM-tCyy  fj 
idytl-  I 

1 - ttf  K.lMyrij  ft. ft 


ni' 


» J.-e-. 


, ftUftl  .(»  'll 
Itrimiit  Vi'-i 
or  Ittr  tffttl.. 
wtH  thnvjh 


•dh'-r  V 


i'  'hft  t'«{iy!  S'a’y"  ; 
h-d'l 

■ft  't'  bivl'iji*'  i.ety  't(»i'ti-«jr 
ur>.  Qctftftlesi. 


lt«f 


if.to  MX  ttnim  RT 


l.'jim. 


MAX. 
r »1a 


tilart'A  Mno  «i«id  A Hoy 
Wrwth.  ' 

N-A»HVILiJ?,  Tftiio  , .vpitl  V John 
‘ftfnni’bH.  ••<*}i>P'i}  «).a  .vi-tl.tlr  t'urtnliik- 
hum.  ft  white  bny  ('tfvoa  j'fto^  -ild,  wei-ft 
■itid  htltcd  l«iy  t.y  H.  li 

Ainlth  whc«n»  Ih"  -^ll-evir  -.'  lift  ile- 

m»ni'*l.  i'«m{t»>*'n  m k Anitr  isnS  wa* 
lilft  W'«g4>n  trlicn  M-Soal'-if  ■'.  Aldll- 
I »>'Y(t(«y<i  him  ■■/  «t^|i(tt‘tii  w vit!  und 
ittiii'vi  i4.  Mrryftt  iflrwu  I’i^idf'll  i>f<i- 
iy»t*Hl  «(*t1  AttiiB  i.iwnad^  hr-  The  tHyrru 
toyi  Ml  d.Ktd  im  d*--y  with  a 

»1  In  hift  ftide  Y 

h’ti  ihft  ftpiok**  rVftoro,}  ii  wftft  f.iuiid 
ibut  Artbuc  t'lmningri.twrf  one  pf  a *ioity> 
-.1'  tK»y»  «i  pi«y  fl,  0 i-feani  % »ho>t 
rtiaun...'  ft-Wftg  t*>-  ’iviiil,  %t*»c  through  fbn 
Itfturf  .Aipiii  fleil  l.j  hta  tfthltl*-  And  was  j»r- 
roated  tliftca. 

-.  — 

R«1,H  K (it  vnt>  *««»»«. 

Tftowhlv  Oxer  Cfay  t'lanlft  »t»i.(nrM'  Ktrihe 
In  t’btiBdftInht*' 

IMIIt.AUhJLRUIA  Afwll  5-  T.'Whiy  alxmf 
kwen  (ocMccmftiit  wftsrf  itelnlWot  to  gnard 
(»nmt»er  .)'  tallft*  utvlii*  I"  ih' 

ottbuk  madt  hy  atrUkaca  an  f%«*uh  tXiotmc*. 

liuM  tikritt.  In  i«iH<h  Mji  wi»« 

fTMlo  ti,  bti4’«  th»  oi*tBhHMhm4Hit  fha- 

t.U'ian''ft  h.’wnvyy.  ii.yi  an  rw" 

bl*i  ta  tVannuHa  tw*  .,irt 

M Vbft  ohm,*  tif  fb*  fwftd.Ta  la  turn  night's 
rtffM 

Xt-ria  thbii  hAlf  of  th»  jM-tiift  tt»ak»r» 
ha.-ft  rs'tomej  ta  wwrk,  ?*inftift»'ii  iftmimpt- 
uo  tmvft  "Irttftd  ittft  n««  •uKte  o-na  four 
o&bnra  ladu  do  »o  tviUir. 


■(  I.-  Ilf:-  ini),y(.»,}nn„.. 
i.i'  wv.ft  in  tioh'.f'*)ttn  t, 

".minutniioji,  -,t, 


! i'yhovt'ir  Thin  »-<jx 
•F'-l.l'-ot  hi*»  Hi«o  .'.rwni«''-'l  th'-  .on- 
‘f  f«*  I'b.tTOpmtn  rtjoi  Aihtri  Thnnifi' 


latjtijf  I 


!<-5ftd  ! 


■i  of  t 


' I by  |r,  ihr  >f<ir>n 
Tb'  ft*.T>t*  H<  y»  .»C  tbe 
Ai'HI  1? 

''fttbltH-l  tb.'  (toy 
•'Ml't”)  (ft 


•hint- 

i 'K'.dit'ft  t— n.tftjitt.jrv 
ttflkv.ii.ry  'ft'Cll  y*llt,e 
Th.,'  rroniOt-hi  bus 
of  'l-/.yj;y  Wljyitn.  t 
f'lm-i.iti  in  irttt  ,.r  khtmti.ing  antV. 

»4tnt.',ii,..t  („  y, 

ii-nuan  «isvi  « ner-  pf  n iwi 

-Tv!  .,f  .fV,,,g..  A ii,'ii„n„ 

I'li.ttityd  :n  Kto.lda  of  i,.jv.or  >.  .. 

been  r»n»}u.:<i  iieiiopij  hating  1..,-)  -iL  i ., 

lmiavftft.1  Ui-ilunt)  «««  ft.iiiii,j  .1^1,.,^ 

tnlled  "UlUtii'y  I'liry  un.i  '■{!}„«, 1,  i 'h.-r. 
fiya  • .-’nd  the  Jtttig.'  and  tllnii'h't  »n.,ft,r,v 

tmt  mat  ihe>-  XieHuve  f.y  *,«»  igtiof .,,,1  „( 
i^W  'lo’ttll.-ll  .’f  thy 

'\  tNirdon  ho.t  bftyn  sr'.hi-e  t.-  j..hn 

iMe.i.  ..-.ttvi-ied  tn  thf.  t'fiitchi  ilifttri- 1 ..f 

fhft  liwlioti  i<'rrii.>rs  ,>r  aiF.-wnt  ,ftn,i  ,,'0 
um-yd  to  imprlftfinmyfit  i,ir  ibn-- 
the  ryferth  aohry.t  of  thy  IHaiMot  of  t •..ti.p,- 
tilA  Tif-  iruMiift  tv/  (M  i.rfxirtn  aih..,*!  IS. 

mt.vftif't  nift  Kbhifdiht-'  jntt'ton  ftmiiftjt  ib,..' 
b*.  bit*  d"vei«it>,Ht  Hthert  viti.ftlft  of  (he  !■,;  «. 
nnd  (hat  htx  .ho  it»  a«v«d  imit  1.,  ,,<i 

latm«'1lt»>Y  ;!l»y||«rgy 

Prottk  Tlf.mW'fi  Mho  Man  '-.'m  (ety.t  It. 

thtft  'Hi  lit  Ittft  enil'4F  lH»t  ..f  ..ft»n!>ll  m ,( 
fcntiyiv  i,p«»n  a n- If  . '.fit..''  w-Hh  Mt-'-m  h- 
Imerferyd  whiH  ni''an'(tiia  «n{ik*  .,t. 
real  Bhil  .»enten..d  ;ni(.i'V'»im’ui  iit  thy 
t’lfttrb  i Jail  for  1,a»  <!«,. 

t'no4(r«-««(44a*l  I ii.etir}  |u  t foaw. 
Thy  t'".irr.<»al,4ixrtj  i.ihFiirv  wHl  be  , ueed 
at  noun  it-niorpn*.  ntid  unitt  Ft-ldKV  morn- 
in*  on  Meftotilil  «»f  the  htirlal  of  (h»  Mi- 
dler* *t  Ar!H,»fo« 

trontb  «<  daiBfta  Wility,. 

'})iA*»H>W  Aprtl  X /antfta  W^-illy  («,e 
'■••“h'V'bitt  iitJutfUT  obetker  p(A}ee, 


.{M  'ontcjv'  hiy  ' 


:}.<• 


liCrfltl't  »*  ‘■.clturflob*  H'-wm-fth’  *"  my 
iMfit  in  aCdl'tttliJ*  *'i«pi*jyiny?ir,  Jctt-d  «ft  w. 
■HAMi  t«,  tiiK  Sliif  H lb.  nni<-  hy  ro.'wi'v 
l-yteeftb'd  Jbe  ei'.ll  i'(tectb>l*>.i'*r 

tofe-FB  tttm  tie  ’->1  wli4i!  .'riiyirt'uiiH.'ft  ae* 

*|vo«  hy  t«t,y  >0  obiAtn  j»o»5«4,«¥  in  ibv  l«r 
trlet  eSM<  sOfNire.. 

Thy  ronacn.Bal-eAt'iwM- 
Mr  Fe'w.'tor'ft  IfUdT  Jft  ftft  Mlow* 

"In  t«  yisMT  h'tt<r  of  Monti  -tl 

IMtjlrloB  Oft  t'>  wbal,  opjyiTlunl;'-  y oe*  ffiven 
by  vA-sviinjf  'aw-  to  lb*;  b.'POP'’i<5v  dMhA-rg' 
rti  hobtirrh  of  tlai'  I**!  lA*rtri>-t  of  CoKirobht 
Ite}Et«f><  lit  in  'jtrCfltn  (r«.>»ttl4iHy  1m  th*:  flvH 
!<*rvl>:i«  ill  the  IHytFfil.  I twir  XT'  elBfft  thni 
}i».eyt>its  h>«iar*l»l>  ds.wliuruft't  fioni  tlv-  retil- 
ilft.'v  'lUd  iJ*’ili  wfTlev— WUbovit  K'ft«r>l  1" 
the  Mnr  in  'wloi.h  th*}  ftt'PVtiil.  on  jtt-.’-u 
j'j-ft />’}’«< ft  ir.  nptydrttmanJ  oad' r th"  .•IvH 
"'T'.  !<"  rules,  pfOvWed  thy  ill«i'tu>tK>'  Mo-* 
.'U  a:  -nnbt  «f  wi'amte  or  fth  kneyr  iH.-urryKj 
til  Ih’-  itn*,'  »f  duij- 

i>rftf«fttMr«  t»  (wvfyrrftd  by  ae-rtHwi 
tt'A  U’-viftr'd  At.itutftft.  OnA  1*  ift"  niily 
t)f  i-f*rft(Ke  -whidh  Vh<  rrtnimlMataFi  hft»  {..iw-r 

I'-.  l■.l■l-ftF:t  4«  Ih"  *'iliM’-bi>  in  ih"  w»r  wtir. 
Stilton.  1 ■’neicerftfta  haem*  tt*»4t  tr,  ih**  amfot- 
ifti-  iri.aas  t<>  h*  jireforrytl.  the  »\.ini*ti'ft«},»n 
huft  «:>  i<',iM»-r  K'  "Xlentl  thft  H*  oth- 

<rtL  TJt'.fte  wh'i  ''om*-  wltnia  me  pre-feror.'- 
" t.ya  are  (Yfgthlit  •<.>?  apjokoiiwent  'ffbeiv 
ti'ftitlniF  on  avei-nw  • of  <V.,  whllft  ali  i*(h4'fft 

ore  eeij'ji i-ftd  f<-  *0.  They  «r>'  i>in 

ai  the  of  the  »e(  or-tl  are  hrwt  f*i- 

f.fti  iipi>i.>tnim"'>lt  Tbft  law  rfti}ii1r-ft 
>ipi>Milit>lig  i}rtl<«l»  to  fst"'  e«4h 
i’Ft'f*  ifit'.'v  In  ittaliin*  fr«m  efti- 

VtCTIMS  OK  X»».»,OW  K«1  KH- 

Tftctr  Hodtea  \Aft1  Xot  Re  «r«wab» 
Woyae  I Btti  Vrat  Winter. 

A' 'my  .•S'ft’TotM.Tj'  W*'lk!«J»fin  anti  Surv’t'n 

I’li.tt'.'ti.ti  iVj-rnan  '’f  fh'i  marVn"  b'a'j.ijiu  jor. 
vie"  li«V'  by’it  tn  eo,  b'.'KpvMiidftM.'e  eewurdt.** 
Till  lt»l««-i>  W tl'H-  'iif  m»-  Wi*>l  WCt*' 

itleiJ  Itt  I'-.iM  • .elfoM-  f«rv<-r.  'I'b'-  troaH 
hoe  ift’-u  whof  r-hft  iwrtin*  •otnv.’HPv  1i<(«  l» 

wi.ft-it  i.t'rt.'pit  'tlrftetfng  Uol  Wiitu  '*f  ,h"  i'"- 

ii'CUoft  -'f  iwtfma  '-'f  v.llaw  f>-vt-r  rhall  Ity 

liv-UKht  t'.i  me  I'liitiol  Siitt’ft  IM’vry  nevt 
ivlnt'i  Th"  Kfttivyft  <’f  fttn-h  atiivin'r*  were 
' • .v.-.l  Ih  t’tibi,  .'*..  !M;t!  tht-rt-  M-Ul  b"  t..' 

liClI’.iHv  ftSitiwl  !<l4'Olin'ftf1ii0 

Ml  affmK  K\rK<-rK»>. 

ViitltMt'ft;  ar  the  I niteyt  vfatft*  In  < whn 
W-m  »e  1 ndlv1<l.-d. 

Tl'i  iiiftft.''.iitti>n  j'f  (He  ''uhan  ftyftymhiy 
hiix  ift-*'*.  (’aiv..>>'4|  iiy  .'WiIhI*  ifi  tVarhiiia- 
'U«1  H is  nut*  hetb'Kvl  jMl  the  Atl/W»»- 
mihl  I'f  I'H  thft  laiKer  pr».b(,'atft  of  the  I'li- 
eeub'TOftni  la"  t»  xishi  M'hlf'-  th*  n»- 
'iv  waii  "'-ftr  jee<Brni««ftf.  yat  M*  F4>n. 
t m.  hHhwa  antJ  iironwh'-tamynHoa  eatiu.i 
liiaturi'niiy-eft  from  tlpie  Hibi-  A numher 
■iib.<ra  fortneriv  ittoogni  th*v  uaxyNnWy 
(>r>*i.,.*e.  >t  yvtmn  uuihorlt}  bttt  nnw  chut  It 
hftft  vtlao.  T-.v-.:  tliere  will  f>»  it..  otithfU-'ty  tt, 
•'■.ita  .-vhftr  man  that  of  the  1’inre*l  Stale*. 

The  V »<-e  Kecatdftnt  H«ui  InAttreaf (mw. 

Vie"  fVyftfrteni  He^ffa  yindtilan  la 
I'lfftj:  'bf  KtnSft  tt«  H waft  IRiH  nlghl  Mo 
i«  »t.4t  well  aa  be  M'«»  5 v**t'er<t»y,  bol  ai 
ID*  n'ftKMww  thysr"  ;»  enid  t-  h*  «ii  eauft.- 
a«"(l  I*.  i,.y  aiilTiwitit  pHn- 


i-'F*  I .irn.'  -•  ;4».'i  . K M fi*--fcnt*'' 

It...  ...  4 ' -•  . t ft  -a  , . 'If 

...  1 o;-.ft'-ii>  Si  I-.,  ft;  hi,"  inev.  a 

•'."  »»4:tj-?y  al:  lb,-  irKru  fnatib.n},- 

i.i.v  ift-.ij—  It,  tb"  ..-Hx  Kami  V to  i.-ion,’ 

I,.,.,,...’  i,  ..«•,'<•  i;ir4,ti.,eH.-.,t  ..r  f*ie  .<». 

JC.rrr  XVarien  (f-ft  .05,-  («  v.t 
-*  t...r:b'-i' hn-t  arTa.:-.*ft.c  •'rx.te’}  t 

cu'ia'.  ft!  (*r'-tr»ni  tor  ihe  e4.''.'rt!.'t>l"*  ....If 
'41  jrf  wy.JdtBS  marnh  why,.  M,  .iM 

Miy  I (lutt  oivOiS  i'-fi  the  > htireti. 

tAe4ftlly»g  B’rft.«4cfM»f  Kotiema. 

i'-eu.fi'.rb  tft.  is-i.-m<;fty  nt  the  ’-biireti  • 
n-ftA.bt'K  tmakfas,  lurvutt  -•  >tt«> 

iflvotot*  reftidwnMft  Tm  guettre  nx)miw4ry4l 
srlnaj:  naiMifry  BM-«Ub45ft»  Mf  tin*,  t aiW/rT- 

hm  ftml  M-nun'ifid  -Janitim*  ititA  imitnuX* 
»>rr»«>n-vt  Mfti;dK  Tbft  iftPift*  *y4«  gor- 
irenttftiy  ,Jy.<« I afi.T  it-e»ncni  ".tgaoy'ftif 
by  <hy  Url.tft 

The  bni*SB»  ftifto  MXtft  Ift'ntit'.f’^tbi  vCeiuratavt 
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this  occurred  under  Herbert  Putnam’s  aegis,  and 
continues  today.  The  Library  of  Congress  of  the 
present  and  future  exists  as  a nearly  anonymous 
monument  to  him. 

What  did  the  press  think  of  the  appointment? 
The  Evening  Star  of  April  5,  1899,  after  the  usual 
eye-catching  headlines,  reported: 

This  morning  Mr.  Putnam  appeared  at  the  library 
and  Acting  Librarian  Spofford  escorted  him  to  the  com- 
modious quarters  set  apart  for  the  librarian.  The  oath 
of  office  was  taken  before  a notary  in  the  Capitol  build- 
ing, after  which  Mr.  Putnam  signed  the  oath  and  sent 
the  document  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

The  remainder  of  the  day  was  spent  in  becoming  ac- 
quainted with  the  heads  of  departments  in  the  library 
and  the  principal  employes.  Mr.  Spofford  introduced  the 
new  librarian  to  his  subordinates  and  went  with  him 
through  the  building,  pointing  out  the  location  of  the 
departments,  and  giving  him  a bird’s-eye  view  of  the 
working  branches. 

Mr.  Putnam  is  a young-looking  man,  when  one  con- 
siders the  work  he  has  done  and  the  results  he  has  ac- 
complished. His  most  striking  characteristic  is  reserve 
of  manner,  not  reserve  which  suggests  coldness  or  haughti- 
ness, however,  for,  on  the  contrary,  he  is  very  genial. 
His  personality  is  attractive  and  would  impress  one  as  a 
man  who  makes  friends  easily  and  without  much  effort 
upon  his  own  part. 

. . . Mr.  Putnam  is  venturing  cautiously  upon  his 
work,  and,  as  might  be  expected,  is  not  in  a position  at 
this  time  to  talk  very  specifically  about  the  library  or 
his  own  intentions.  When  questioned  upon  his  general 
policy  respecting  the  library,  he  said : 

The  Washington  Evening  Star  on  April  5,  1899, 

described  Herbert  Putnam’s  first  day  as  Librarian  of 
Congress.  “Mr.  Putnam  feels  that  he  has  a large  under- 
taking before  him,  and  that  he  cannot  at  this  time  grasp 
it  as  a whole.  Necessarily  he  must  take  it  in  detail,  and 
a detail  which  can  only  be  worked  out  day  by  day.  He 
must  come  to  know  his  subordinates  thoroughly,  to  know 
the  demands  of  their  positions,  and  to  have  his  own  work 
unfolded  to  his  understanding  by  daily  experience. 

“He  is  very  chary  of  promising  sweeping  innovations 
at  this  time.  It  is  probably  a pretty  good  guess  that  he 
will  not  talk  much  along  this  line  until  he  is  ready  to  do 
something,  and  it  is  likely  that  one  would  not  be  far 
wrong  in  surmising  that  Mr.  Putnam’s  own  mind  is  not 
altogether  made  up  upon  reforms  to  be  effected.  He 
says  himself  that  he  has  theories  and  ideas  about  the 
library,  but  he  realizes  that  now  he  will  have  to  consider 
facts,  and  he  will  weigh  his  theories  carefully  and 
consider  them  in  the  light  of  the  conditions  which 
surround  him  before  he  exploits  them.” 


“I  am  not  insensible  to  the  consideration  of  a policy, 
but  if  I were  asked  the  direct  question  as  to  what  it 
shall  be  I would  have  to  reply  that  I have  administered 
a library  in  Minneapolis,  I have  administered  a library 
in  Boston,  but  I have  never  administered  the  Library  of 
Congress.  The  policy,  I imagine,  will  be  a question  of  the 
future.” 

. . . The  impression  which  one  gets  from  Mr.  Putnam 
at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings  is  that  he  is  a conserva- 
tive and  cautious  man,  going  slowly  about  his  business, 
understanding  it  thoroughly.  He  will  apply  the  knowl- 
edge that  he  has  gained  in  other  fields  to  the  work  be- 
fore him,  but  with  a regard  for  the  conditions  existing 
here,  which  may  differ  from  those  surrounding  his  labors 
heretofore.  He  says  that  in  a great  library  the  results  of 
a mistake  made  at  the  outset  becomes  more  embarrassing 
as  time  passes  on  and  the  library  grows,  and  he  has 
found  it  advisable  to  be  absolutely  certain  before  going 
ahead. 

Mr.  Putnam  does  not  seem  at  all  like  a man  who 
would  be  solicitous  to  make  a great  public  show  of  his 
accomplishment  of  duty,  and  he  realizes  that  in  this  case 
it  may  be  a year  or  more  before  the  results  of  his  labor 
come  to  the  surface.  He  loves  hard  work,  he  says,  and 
has  come  to  Washington  with  full  appreciation  of  the 
fact  that  there  is  plenty  of  hard  work  before  him. 

This  man  who  loved  hard  work,  who  refused  to 
formulate  or  adopt  a policy  prematurely,  was  born 
George  Herbert  Putnam  on  September  20,  1861, 
in  New  York.  He  was  the  sixth  son  and  tenth  child 
of  George  Palmer  Putnum  and  Victorine  Haven 
Putnam.  His  early  education  was  obtained  in  the 
city  of  his  birth  at  James  H.  Morse’s  English  and 
Classical  School.  He  then  entered  Harvard,  where, 
in  his  second  year,  he  was  awarded  honors  in 
classical  studies.  In  1883  he  graduated  magna  cum. 
laude,  wearing  the  coveted  Phi  Beta  Kappa  key. 
The  following  year  he  studied  law  at  Columbia 
University  and  then  became  a librarian.  Surely  at 
that  time  he  had  no  idea  what  a hold  he  and 
librarianship  would  have  on  each  other. 

Continuing  his  legal  studies  he  accepted  the  in- 
vitation to  become  librarian  of  the  Minneapolis 
Athenaeum  and  began  his  work  in  October  of 
1884.  Minneapolis  was  a young  and  vigorous  city 
at  that  time.  Culture  was  exerting  a strong  attrac- 
tion, and  the  Athenaeum  had  been  founded  in 
1860  with  funds  derived  from  a lecture  by  Bayard 
Taylor.  As  yet,  however,  there  was  no  public 
library  there,  the  Athenaeum  being  maintained  by 
stockholders  and  subscribers.  But  public  sentiment 
had  been  aroused  and  a municipal  library  was 
highly  desired.  Miss  Gratia  A.  Countryman  has 
described  the  situation  vividly: 
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Just  at  this  time  the  Athenaeum  directors  appointed  a 
cultured  young  Harvard  man  as  librarian.  Mr.  Herbert 
Putnam  came  with  an  unusually  fine  background  of  book 
knowledge,  and  with  an  acquaintance  with  eastern 
libraries  and  their  methods.  He  began  his  new  work  . . . 
with  energy  and  enthusiasm. 

He  could  not  have  entered  the  city  at  a more  op- 
portune time,  and  the  Athenaeum  directors  could  not 
have  found  a man  with  more  ability  to  solve  their  prob- 
lems. He  identified  himself  at  once  with  all  of  the  educa- 
tional projects  of  the  city,  and  brought  the  vigor  and 
keenness  of  his  active  mind  to  the  solution  of  his  own 
task  with  a clear  vision  of  its  possibilities. 

There  were  ether  active  mo^^ements  besides  the  library 
going  on  in  the  city.  The  Minnesota  Academy  of  Science 
was  discussing  the  necessity  of  a building  to  house  its 
growing  museum.  The  directors  of  the  Society  of  Fine 
Arts,  which  had  been  organized  the  previous  year  and 
had  held  a very  successful  loan  exhibition,  were  con- 
sidering how  and  where  they  could  establish  a per- 
manent art  exhibit. 

...  It  needed  the  work  of  a leader  to  bring  commit- 
tees from  each  of  these  organizations  together  to  dis- 
cuss the  possibility  of  a common  building  to  house  them 
all,  and  later  to  propose  to  the  city  council  that  it  be 
made  a municipal  undertaking.  He  [Putnam]  was  that 
leader. 

No  more  than  two  months  elapsed  before  the 
directors  of  the  Athenaeum  abandoned  plans  for  a 
new  building  of  their  own.  If  a public  library  was 
to  be  established,  the  Athenaeum  was  willing  to 
share.  And  the  Academy  of  Science  and  the  Society 
of  Fine  Arts  came  to  similar  agreement.  The  es- 
sential legislative  act  was  passed  on  February  28, 
1885,  and  the  public  library  became  a legal  entity. 

The  public  library  building,  however,  was  still 
some  years  off,  and  Putnam  had  to  perform  his 
duties  as  the  Athenaeum  librarian.  Working  in  a 
small  upstairs  room  he  modernized  antiquated 
methods,  revised  the  charging  system,  initiated  a 
new  system  of  cataloging  and  classification,  and 
gave  readers  access  to  alcoves  so  they  could  find 
desired  volumes  for  themselves.  He  provided  a 
breath  of  fresh  air  m a stale,  old-fashioned  environ- 
ment. In  1888  he  was  charged  to  make  a trip  to 
Europe  to  purchase  books  for  both  the  Athenaeum 
and  the  new  public  library,  having  been  elected 
public  librarian  that  same  year. 

He  held  this  double  job  when  the  new  public 
library  was  opened  in  December  of  1889.  It  was 
thronged  by  Minneapolitans,  driven  by  desire  to 
lead  and  by  avid  curiosity,  and  it  is  not  surprising 
to  learn  that  some  confusion  resulted.  Unexpected 
demands  exhausted  the  inadequate  supply  of 


books,  and  a new  and  inexperienced  staff  provided 
delays  and  disappointments.  Miss  Countryman 
reported : “Only  the  tact  and  the  sympathetic  hear- 
ing and  explanation  of  Mr.  Putnam  saved  the 
reputation  of  the  new  library  service  during  that 
first  winter.  . . . He  modified  rules  and  simpli- 
fied methods  and  red  tape  whenever  it  could  be 
done  to  the  advantage  of  readers  without  weaken- 
ing service.” 

Putnam  was  also  such  a believer  in  the  benefits 
of  libraries  that  he  opened  two  branches  in  Minne- 
apolis during  his  first  year  in  office  and  established 
a third  branch  the  vear  after.  If  financial  resources 
had  been  more  plentiful  and  personal  circum- 
stances more  favorable  he  would  doubtless  have  ac- 
complished much  more  than  he  did. 

Even  so,  his  achievement  was  notable,  both  pro- 
fessionally and  romantically.  The  year  following 
his  arrival  in  Minneapolis  he  was  admitted  to  the 
Minnesota  bar,  and  the  year  after  that  he  married 
Charlotte  Elizabeth  Munroe  of  Cambridge,  Mass. 
Ahead  of  them  lay  42  years  of  happy  married  life. 
And  their  two  daughters  were  both  born  in  the 
midwestern  metropolis — Shirley  in  1887,  Brenda 
in  1890. 

A great  misfortune  befell  Minneapolis  at  the 
close  of  1891.  Putnam  resigned  on  December  31, 
and  the  family  returned  to  the  East.  Mrs.  Putnam’s 
mother  was  ill,  and  the  family  deemed  it  advisable 
to  be  near  her.  Miss  Countryman  is  again  our  wit- 
ness in  testifying  to  the  dismay  felt  throughout 
the  city  when  it  learned  that  their  librarian  was 
leaving.  And  the  board  of  the  public  libraiy  ex- 
pressed its  appreciation  in  these  terms; 

His  knowledge  of  books,  his  patient  attention  to  all 
the  details  of  official  duty,  his  unfailing  courtesy,  his 
readiness  to  attend  to  the  wishes  of  all  the  patrons  of 
the  library,  have  made  him  a most  excellent  librarian, 
have  commanded  the  admiration  of  the  Board  and  have 
endeared  him  to  the  people  of  our  city. 

Barely  in  his  thirties,  young  Putnam  was  well 
on  his  way  to  becoming  the  tallest  little  man  in 
the  world.  Arriving  in  Minneapolis  at  a most 
auspicious  moment  and  exercising  his  vision  and 
wisdom  in  forming  a coordinated  muncipal  insti- 
tution, he  exerted  a permanent  influence  in  Minne- 
apolis which  will  not  soon  be  forgotten. 

Back  in  Massachusetts  Putnam  was  quickly  ad- 
mitted to  the  bar  of  Suffolk  County  and  practiced 
law  for  several  years,  but  he  had  already  made  his 
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mark  as  a librarian,  a profession  he  would  soon 
reenter  and  never  leave.  One  opportunity  he 
shunned,  undoubtedly  most  wisely.  In  1893  he  was 
invited  to  become  the  librarian  of  Brown  Uni- 
versity, but  he  chose  not  to  accept.  He  waited  two 
more  years  and  then,  not  yet  34,  on  February  11, 
1895,  he  became  director  of  the  Boston  Public 
Library.  In  the  words  of  Congressman  Lawrence 
Lewis,  in  a stirring  tribute  offered  in  1939: 

“With  no  solicitation  ...  on  his  part,  . . . [he  was] 
selected  by  the  trustees  because  of  his  proved  capacity 
and  briliant  executive  reputation.  . . .”  This  old  insti- 
tution had  struggled  along  without  a director  for  2 
years  and  had  fallen  into  a condition  approaching  dis- 
organization. The  new  building  on  Copley  Square,  “that 
superb  palace  of  books,  beautified  by  Puvis  de  Chavannes, 
Sargent,  Abbey,  St.  Gaudens,  and  MacMonnies,”  had 
been  recently  completed,  but  it  was  to  be  Dr.  Putnam’s 
task  to  open  it  and  make  it  available  for  public  use.  This 
he  did  with  marked  success. 

The  young  librarian  was  a few  inches  taller! 

It  was  Charles  F.  D.  Belden,  himself  a successor 
of  Putnam  as  director  of  the  Boston  Public  Library, 
who  eloquently  described  Putnam’s  achievement 
in  Boston: 

In  casting  about  for  the  man  who  should  take  the  library 
at  this  juncture  and  lead  it  into  a larger  life  worthy  of 
the  noble  building  just  completed,  the  trustees  were 
fortunate  in  discovering  Mr.  Putnam,  then  engaged  in 
the  practice  of  law  in  Boston,  after  seven  years  of  library 
work  in  Minneapolis.  This  opportunity  was  a unique 
one.  The  first  great  municipal  library  building  in  the 
country  was  placed  in  Mr.  Putnam’s  hand,  as  a frame 
into  which  the  oldest  of  large  American  public  libraries 
was  to  be  fitted.  Thanks  to  his  wisdom  and  skill,  in  a 
brief  period  of  four  years,  the  library  expanded  to  fill 
the  frame  and  almost  outgrew  it;  and  in  making  a modern 
institution  of  the  Boston  Public  Library,  he  pointed  the 
way  for  other  libraries  all  over  the  country.  From  the 
time  of  his  appointment,  Mr.  Putnam  was  given  a free 
hand  and  the  wholehearted  support  of  the  Board  of 
Trustees.  His  four  years  of  administration  gave  daily 
proof  of  the  wisdom  of  his  selection.  Quiet,  alert,  in- 
dustrious, he  saw  unerringly  the  next  thing  to  be  done; 
he  inspired  confidence  in  both  trustees  and  staff,  and 
his  power  of  achievement  always  kept  pace  with  his 
vision. 

Apparently  Putnam  left  no  aspect  of  the  insti- 
tution’s work  untouched.  He  established  a chil- 
dren’s room,  surely  one  of  the  earliest  in  America; 
he  increased  the  flow  of  books  between  head- 
quarters and  the  branches;  he  extended  and  en- 
couraged interlibrary  loans  with  other  libraries;  he 
added  an  hour — until  10  p.m. — to  the  library’s 


working  day;  he  organized  a Special  Libraries  De- 
partment and  opened  a separate  newspaper  room. 
A smattering  of  statistics  will  testify  to  the  city’s 
library  health : in  1894  home  circulation  amounted 
to  832,1 13 ; in  1898  it  jumped  to  1,245,842.  In  1894 
the  Boston  Public  Library  claimed  to  hold  610,375 
volumes;  four  years  later  the  claim  was  advanced 
to  716,050. 

His  relations  with  the  staff  were  particularly 
harmonious,  and  a peculiarly  modern  note  is  found 
in  Belden’s  description:  “The  extension  of  greater 
recognition  to  women  in  library  work  was  a sig- 
nificant feature  of  Mr.  Putnam’s  administration. 
Women  were  freely  advanced  or  appointed  to  posi- 
tions which,  a few  years  previously,  they  were 
thought  to  be  incapable  of  filling.”  He  freely  and 
firmly  assigned  responsibility  where  it  belonged. 
He  was  frankly  but  kindly  critical.  He  stimulated 
his  senior  officers  and  other  employees  to  their  best 
efforts,  and  all  who  worked  for  him  experienced  a 
rare  satisfaction.  His  reward  was  lasting  admira- 
tion and  generous  homage. 

The  new  and  magnificent  Boston  building,  with 
all  its  beautification,  was  not  an  unmixed  blessing. 
Splendid  though  it  was,  many  elements  proved 
inefficient,  and  in  his  last  year  in  Massachusetts, 
Putnam,  supported  by  his  trustees  and  municipal 
authorities,  effected  numerous  changes.  These 
greatly  improved  all  aspects  of  library  work. 

Belden  concluded  his  laudatory  remarks  by 
quoting  the  official  tribute  of  March  24,  1899, 
given  by  Putnam’s  Boston  Trustees  when  they 
knew  he  was  leaving: 

In  accepting  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Herbert  Putnam 
as  Librarian,  the  Trustees  of  the  Public  Library  of  the 
City  of  Boston  desire  to  put  upon  their  records  the  fol- 
lowing votes: 

That  they  recognize  the  harmonious  and  helpful  rela- 
tions between  the  Librarian  and  the  Trustees  from  the 
day  he  accepted  the  office;  the  remarkable  administra- 
tive qualities  he  has  shown — in  directing  the  alterations 
by  which  the  Library  Building  has  been  so  well  fitted 
for  its  purposes — in  increasing  to  so  large  a degree  the 
interest  the  public  takes  in  the  Library,  until  today  it 
has  a larger  constituency  than  any  other — in  instituting 
so  successfully  the  work  of  the  Public  Library  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Public  Schools — and  in  making  the  pub- 
lic realize  that  this  institution  created  and  supported  by 
it,  really  belongs  to  it,  and  needs  its  ever-enlarging 
patronage  and  generosity. 

That  they  appreciate  the  feeling  which  leads  Mr.  Put- 
nam, at  much  personal  sacrifice,  to  give  up  his  position 
here  to  take  charge  of  the  Congressional  Library  at 
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Washington,  and  his  desire  to  make  it  the  culmination  of 
the  Library  system  of  this  country,  and  in  time  one  of 
the  great  Libraries  of  the  world. 

That  their  highest  regard  goes  with  him  in  the  dif- 
ficult work  he  is  about  to  assume,  and  their  faith  in  his 
gifts  to  bring  it  to  the  most  successful  issues. 

And  then  Belden  was  impelled  to  add  this  ex- 
pressive coda:  “The  Public  Library  of  the  city  of 
Boston  takes  pride  in  the  thought  that  it  gave  him 
to  the  nation,  and  that  his  fruitful  four  years  in 
Boston  helped  in  training  him  for  his  great  career 
of  service  in  Washington.” 

With  little  thought  of  ever  taking  charge  of  the 
Library  of  Congress  Putnam  had  been  called  to 
Washington,  under  the  terms  of  a Senate  resolu- 
tion of  May  5,  1896,  to  give  his  views  as  to  the 
Library’s  future.  The  new  and  still  magnificent 
building  across  the  street  from,  the  Capitol  was 
nearing  completion;  it  would  open  the  following 
year.  A new  Librarian  was  needed,  and  Congress 
wanted  the  best  advice  possible  regarding  its 
leadership  and  development.  Among  the  persons 
testifying  were  Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford,  Librar- 
ian of  Congress  from  1864  to  1897,  Bernard  Green, 
superintendent  of  the  building,  Melvil  Dewey, 
George  H.  Baker,  William  1.  Fletcher,  Rutherford 
P.  Hayes,  W.  H.  Brett,  W.  T.  Harris,  S.  P.  Langley, 
and  Herbert  Putnam.  According  to  a bill  in  the 
House  of  Representatives  the  new  I^ibrarian,  when 
selected,  would  have  “complete  and  entire  control 
of  the  Library  proper,  including  the  copyright 
business” — incorporated  in  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress in  1870 — and  would  “prescribe  rules  and  reg- 
ulations under  which  his  assistants  are  to  be  em- 
ployed and  have  the  custody  and  management  of 
the  Library.”  This  last  provision  changed  com- 
pletely the  earlier  law  which  gave  such  authority 
to  the  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library.  The 
Legislative  Appropriations  Act,  approved  Feb- 
ruary 19,  1897,  put  the  Librarian  in  charge  of  the 
reorganized  Library  of  Congress. 

The  34-year-old  Putnam  explained  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Boston  Public  Library,  how  he  made 
appointments,  how  the  cataloging  was  done,  and 
how  the  library  formulated  policy  for  biblio- 
graphical service  and  activity.  His  testimony  and 
advice  included  his  views  on  the  qualifications  of 
the  Librarian  and  the  mission  of  the  Library. 

The  first  necessity  for  the  Library  of  Congress, 
Putnam  maintained,  was  adequate  staffing  by 
persons  expert  in  their  fields.  When  asked  about 


the  older  system  of  appointments  being  made  by 
the  joint  committee,  he  replied:  “I  believe  in  cen- 
tering responsibility.  I should  say  that  if  the 
Librarian  of  Congress  is  absolutely  free  from 
political  control  in  the  selection  of  his  men,  if  he 
will  not  have  to  recommend  persons  who  are 
forced  upon  him,  then  it  is  safe  to  leave  it  to 
him.  . . .”  And  he  submitted  the  following  state- 
ment respecting  the  qualifications  of  the  Library 
of  Congress’s  chief  executive: 

This  should  be  a library,  the  foremost  library  in  the 
United  States — a national  library — that  is  to  say,  the 
largest  library  in  the  United  States  and  a library  which 
stands  foremost  as  a model  and  example  of  assisting 
forward  the  work  of  scholarship  in  the  United  States. 
And  you  will  be  spending  for  it  a sum  that  must  be 
nearly  $500,000  a year  to  make  it  what  your  committee 
seem  to  purpose  that  it  should  be  made.  I should  sup- 
pose that  you  would  have  to  have  for  the  administration 
of  that  library  a force  exceeding  numerically  200  em- 
ployees, perhaps  250.  I should  suppose  that  the  man 
who  is  to  have  the  final  administration  of  that  library 
must  have  above  all  things  else  administrative  ability — 
the  same  kind  of  man  who  is  to  manage  the  property  or 
interest  of  any  large  corporation,  is  to  handle  large  funds, 
is  to  manage  a large  force  of  employees;  such  a one 
should  have  administrative  capacity.  It  is  as  much  re- 
quired in  a library  as  anywhere  else.  ...  I do  not 
believe  that  your  chief  administrative  officer,  attending 
properly  to  the  business  problems  of  the  library,  need  be 
a profound  bibliographer  or  need  to  know  the  most  of 
all  the  persons  in  the  library  as  to  what  the  library 
contains.  I should  regard  him  as  bearing  a relation  to 
the  library  something  similar  to  that  corresponding  to, 
or  borne  by,  the  president  of  a university  to  the  several 
departments  of  that  university.  ...  I presume  that 
the  modern  college  president  considers  that  his  chief 
function  is  to  secure  the  best  men  for  each  department, 
and  to  administer  on  a large  scale  this  business,  and 
see  that  the  business  is  conducted  properly,  and  to  secure 
great  efficiency,  and  more  especially  at  the  beginning,  to 
consider  and  determine  the  scope  of  the  work  to  be 
undertaken,  to  form  plans  on  a large  scale  which  might 
serve  as  recommendations  to  the  committee  . . . with 
reference  to  the  larger  service  to  be  rendered.  I don’t  say 
a knowledge  of  specialties,  in  addition  to  these  capaci- 
ties, would  be  inconsistent  with  them,  but  it  seems  to  me 
that  those  capacities  are  undoubtedly  necessary,  and 
that  the  chief  executive  must  have  them  preeminently. 
(Lucy  Salamanca,  pp.  240-41 ) 

Back  in  Boston  Putnam  reflected  on  his  remarks 
and  wrote  to  the  joint  committee  to  correct  “in- 
advertences which  were  certain  to  occur  in  such 
testimony  given  ofThand.”  He  admitted  that  his 
statement  might  have  been  “ill-balanced,”  that 
perhaps  he  laid  too  much  stress  on  the  quality  of 
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the  head  librarian  being  a “man  of  afifairs  . . . 
rather  than  the  man  of  books.”  He  had  slighted 
the  latter  quality,  and  he  wanted  the  Congress  to 
understand  that  its  new  Librarian  “should  know 
enough  of  the  literary  side  of  the  Library,  of  biblio- 
graphy, etc.,  to  appreciate  intelligently  the  needs 
of  the  several  departments  of  specialized  work.” 

In  stressing  the  necessity  of  order  and  system- 
atization Putnam  paid  tribute  to  Ainsworth 
Rand  Spofford,  soon  to  become  the  Chief  As- 
sistant Librarian.  “In  other  words,”  said  Putnam, 
“the  time  had  come  when  Mr.  Spofford’s  amazing 
knowledge  of  the  Library  shall  be  embodied  in 
some  forni  which  shall  be  capable  of  rendering  a 
service  which  Mr.  Spofford  as  one  man  and  mortal 
can  not  be  expected  to  render.”  (Lucy  Salamanca, 
pp.  241-42).  In  1908,  when  Spofford  died, 
Putnam  offered  another,  more  extensive  and  more 
glowing  tribute  to  his  predecessor  once  removed. 

It  will  be  noticed  that  in  his  testimonial  state- 
ment Putnam  anticipated  the  Library  of  Congress 
being  defined  as  the  “national  library,”  and  he 
frequently  referred  to  it  as  such  in  reports  and 
addresses.  In  effect  it  is  the  national  library,  and 
Putnam’s  instincts  were  right  as  he  used  this  early 
appellation. 

On  July  31,  1897,  the  Library  of  Congress  in  the 
Capitol  was  closed,  and  the  onerous  task  of  mov- 
ing the  contents  to  the  new  building  was  begun. 
Thirty  days  earlier,  on  July  1,  John  Russell  Young, 
57  years  old,  was  appointed  Librarian  of  Congress, 
and  Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford,  75  years  old,  be- 
came Chief  Assistant  Librarian.  On  November  1 
the  move  was  completed  and  the  public  admitted. 
The  present  was  bright  and  the  future  most 
promising.  But  on  Christms  Eve,  1898,  the  new 
Librarian  suffered  a fall  from  which  he  failed  to 
recover,  and  on  January  17,  1899,  he  passed  away. 
J.  C.  M.  Hanson  described  what  happened  im- 
mediately : 

Again,  there  swooped  down  on  the  President  [McKinley] 
and  Congress  a host  of  aspirants  to  a position  which 
many  of  them  must  have  considered  one  of  comparative 
leisure,  a sinecure  in  which  they  might  pass  their  declin- 
ing years  amid  pleasant  and  dignified  surroundings,  hold- 
ing occassional  intercourse  with  authors  living  and  dead, 
and  meeting  statesmen,  diplomats,  and  other  distin- 
guished and  representative  people  from  various  parts  of 
the  country  and  the  world.  . . . 

Among  the  librarians  who  finally  rallied  to  the  aid  of 
the  library,  perhaps  no  one  stood  out  more  prominently 
than  Richard  R.  Bowker.  He  was  not  only  a bibliog- 


rapher and  librarian,  but  a business  executive,  an  au- 
thor, a journalist,  and  a man  of  affairs,  who  knew  just 
what  to  do  under  the  circumstances  and  how  to  do  it. 
No  better  man  could  have  been  secured  to  sponsor  the 
cause  of  the  library  and  librarians  at  the  Executive  Man- 
sion than  he.  With  William  G.  Lane,  President  of  the 
A.  L.  A.,  and  other  members  of  its  Executive  Board,  he 
went  to  Washington  and  secured  action  which  has  had  a 
far-reaching  effect  on  education  and  librarianshlp  in 
America. 

So  Herbert  Putnam,  now  37  years  old,  was  nomi- 
nated Librarian  of  Congress  on  March  13,  1899, 
began  his  active  duties  on  April  5,  while  Congress 
was  in  recess,  and  was  confirmed  by  the  Senate 
on  December  12.  The  story  of  other  aspirants  to 
the  job,  particularly  that  of  one  Samuel  J.  Barrows, 
is  diverting,  but  scarcely  part  of  this  essay.  Putnam 
was  young,  highly  intelligent,  without  library 
training  but  with  ample  library  experience,  and 
ready  to  battle  for  the  future  of — a national 
library.  He  was  also  a man  of  affairs.  Shortly  after 
coming  to  Washington  he  was  elected  to  member- 
ship in  the  Cosmos  Club  on  May  8 and  a month 
later  delivered  the  commencement  address  at  the 
Johns  Hopkins  University  in  Baltimore  (June  13) . 
The  present  was  still  bright,  and  the  future  was 
ever  more  promising. 

What  did  he  find  as  he  entered  his  new  office? 
He  tells  us  in  his  article  “The  National  Library: 
Some  Recent  Developments”  (in  Bulletin  of  the 
American  Library  Association,  September  1928)  : 

It  is  the  recent  period  which  I am  to  review.  But  to 
explain  it  ...  I should  first  remind  you  of  the  con- 
ditions existing  when  the  collections  entered  the  new 
building  thirty-one  years  ago,  and  indeed  still  substan- 
tially existing  when  I viewed  them  with  a responsible 
eye.  . . . 

The  printed  collections  lacked  ( 1 ) a systematic  classi- 
fication, (2)  a shelf-list,  (3)  a catalog,  save  a manu- 
script author-list  on  cards  as  compiled  at  the  Capitol 
by  an  inadequate  staff,  without  adequate  bibliographic 
apparatus.  There  was  the  beginning  of  an  organization 
for  classification,  shelf-listing  and  cataloging;  but  for 
those  three  processes  and  the  accession  work  also,  the 
staff  numbered  but  twenty-seven  persons.  The  entire  roll 
apart  from  the  building  force,  but  including  the  Copy- 
right, comprised  but  130. 

The  annual  appropriation  for  increase  was  $30,000;  for 
printing  and  binding,  $25,000.  And  the  total  annual 
appropriations  were  about  $300,000. 

Quoting  from  the  same  source  Lawrence  Lewis 
also  drew  from  Putnam’s  own  words; 

The  building  stood  as  planned : the  outside  quadrangle, 
the  octagonal  reading  room  centered  within  it,  and  the 
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three  main  book  stacks  radiating  from  it — north,  east  and 
south — to  the  quadrangle  itself.  For  the  accommodation 
of  material  there  were  those  three  stacks,  providing  for 
about  1,800,000  volumes;  for  the  accommodation  of 
readers  the  main,  and  the  periodical  reading  rooms;  and 
for  the  accommodation  of  the  service,  besides  the  Copy- 
right Office,  spaces  and  equipment  there  and  there  in  the 
outside  quadrangle.  The  printed  books  and  pamphlets 
had  been  shelved  in  the  stacks;  the  manuscripts  were 
cased  in  a corner  pavilion;  but  the  maps,  music,  and 
prints  remained  still  on  the  floors  or  on  packing  cases, 

Lewis  then  ])roceeded  to  enumerate  Putnam’s 
triumphs  over  the  next  Cjuarter  century  and  the 
benefits  they  brought  to  the  American  library 
system. 

Putnam,  of  course,  could  not  have  gained  his 
triumphs  alone.  He  needed  and  depended  on  ex- 
pert help  and  advice.  William  Warner  Bishop 
wrote  of  Putnam’s  good  fortune  in  finding  some 
first-rate  men  on  the  job  and  his  knack  for  se- 
lecting equally  good  men  as  operations  and  in- 
fluence expanded. 

Herbert  Putnam  found  some  remarkable  men  on  the 
staff  of  the  library  in  1899.  It  is  to  his  lasting  credit 
that  he  saw  and  proved  their  power,  fitted  them  to  the 
work  for  which  each  was  most  suited,  and  sustained 
them  in  their  daily  service.  Solberg,  Hanson,  Martel, 
Griffin,  Phillips,  Hutcheson,  are  names  which  have 
meant  much  to  American  librarianship.  To  them  he 
added  with  the  years  others — Sonneck,  Engel,  Martin, 
Ford,  Hunt,  Ashley,  Hastings,  Boyd,  Meyer,  Parsons, 
Slade,  Harris,  and  now  Jameson,  to  mention  but  a few. 
And  he  gave  them  helpers.  Adamant  to  political  pres- 
sure ...  he  drew  to  the  library  an  array  of  skilled 
librarians  unequaled  in  America.  In  the  years  of  the 
World  War  this  force  suffered  much  depletion.  Happily 
it  has  recovered  and  the  newer  classification  of  govern- 
ment employees  gives  it  a reasonably  sound  professional 
status.  The  salaries  have  never  been  high,  but  there 
has  always  under  Dr.  Putnam  been  distinction  in  work- 
ing in  the  Library  of  Congress,  a distinction  which  has 
brought  and  kept  a strong  staff. 

In  those  early  days  of  Putnam’s  administration 
the  Librarian  welcomed  new  staff  members  in 
person.  An  affectionate  reminiscence  is  provided 
by  Harriet  Wheeler  Pierson,  who  arrived  in  Wash- 
ington on  May  31,  1900: 

“Washington”  called  the  conductor  as  the  train  slid 
into  the  old  Pennsylvania  Station  at  6th  and  B Streets, 
NAV.  . . . The  cataloger  stepped  down  from  the  car 
with  mixed  feelings.  . . 

It  was  the  custom  for  those  newly  come  to  the  Library 
to  report  at  the  office  of  the  Librarian.  . . . Ushered 
into  the  room  of  simple  and  appropriate  elegance,  em- 
barrassment was  banished  for  the  timid  cataloger  by  the 


genial  smile  of  the  Librarian,  whose  brief  word  was  to 
be  remembered  through  all  future  years,  “We  expect 
great  things  of  you.”  “Great  things  of  meV  thought 
the  cataloger.  “I  must  not  fail  him.  I will  do  my  best, 
whatever  that  may  be;  not  great  things,  for  I am  not 
capable  of  that,  but — my  best.” 

Such  was  the  inspiration  the  Idbrarian  engen- 
dered. 

Another  of  the  hrst  and  greatest  needs  of  the 
Library  was  a new  or  vastly  revised  classification 
scheme.  Having  heard  that  Melvil  Dewey  was  re- 
vamping the  decimal  classification,  Putnam  wrote 
to  his  elder  colleague  in  Albany  on  April  6,  1 900, 
asking  for  further  particulars.  He  also  asked  for 
permission  to  make  certain  modifications  rendering 
the  Dewey  system  more  practicable  to  the  needs 
of  the  Library  of  Congress.  But  after  months  of 
intensive  investigation  he  concluded  that  the 
Dewey  system  was  not  suitable,  that  no  existing 
scheme  could  be  applied  without  considerable 
change,  and  he  determined  that  an  entirely  new 
schedule  should  be  drafted.  As  a result  the  Library 
of  Congress  classification  came  into  being,  gener- 
ally acknowledged  to  be  the  best  for  libraries  of 
great  size. 

After  nearly  a year  in  office  Putnam  read  in  the 

Putnam  (fifth  from  left)  and  his  staff  on  the  steps  of  the 
first  Library  of  Congress  building,  1914.  Included  are 
officers  of  the  Library.  Front  row,  from  the  left:  Thorvald 
Solberg,  register  of  copyrights,  Allen  R.  Boyd,  chief  clerk, 
Jessica  L.  Farnum,  secretary  of  the  Library,  Appleton 
P.  C.  Griffin,  Chief  Assistant  Librarian,  Putnam,  Ber- 
nard R.  Green,  superintendent  of  buildings  and  grounds, 
and  John  V.  Wiirdemann,  captain  of  the  watch. 

Second  row:  Francis  H.  Parsons,  assistant  in  charge  of 
the  Smithsonian  Deposit,  Gaillard  Hunt,  chief  of  the 
Division  of  Manuscripts,  Hermann  H.  B.  Meyer,  chief 
of  the  Division  of  Bibliography,  William  Warner 
Bishop,  superintendent  of  the  Reading  Room,  David  E. 
Roberts,  assistant  in  the  Division  of  Prints,  Oscar  G.  T. 
Sonneck,  chief  of  the  Division  of  Music,  Charles  H. 
Hastings,  chief  of  the  Card  Division,  and  Oswald  Welti, 
assistant  in  the  Division  of  Maps. 

Back  row:  William  Adams  Slade,  chief  of  the  Division 
of  Periodicals,  Arthur  Kimball,  in  charge  of  the  Binding 
Office,  Israel  Schapiro,  in  charge  of  the  Semitic  Division, 
Henry  J.  Harris,  chief  of  the  Division  of  Documents, 
Ernest  Bruncken,  assistant  register  of  copyrights,  J.  David 
Thompson,  in  charge  of  the  Legislative  Reference  Service, 
Frederick  W.  Ashley,  chief  of  the  Order  Division, 
Samuel  M.  Croft,  in  charge  of  the  Mail  Division,  Charles 
Martel,  chief  of  the  Catalog  Division,  and  Clarence  W . 
Perley,  chief  classifier.  LC-USZ62-6013A 
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W ashington  Post  of  March  25,  1900:  “A  number 
of  rare  and  costly  books  forming  a part  of  one  of 
tlie  most  valuable  collections  of  the  Congressional 
Library,  were  stolen  on  Thursday  night  from  the 
Library  reading  room,”  also  that  “thefts  of  books 
are  becoming  more  and  more  frequent,  and — 
hardly  a week  passes  without  several  volumes  being 
stolen.”  Putnam  was  not  a man  to  miss  an  oppor- 
tunity and  he  wrote  a letter  the  next  day  to  the 
joint  committee.  He  admitted  the  possibility  of  the 
theft  of  one  book — which  was  promptly  recovered. 
He  pointed  out  the  difficulty  of  finding  desired 
volumes  and  said  there  was  no  place  a reader  could 
j^eruse  a rare  volume  except  in  the  Librarian’s 
office.  And  he  persuaded  the  Congress  to  grant  the 
estimates  requested  in  that  year’s  appeal  for 
appropriations! 

Early  in  1900  he  could  say  that  the  Library  of 
Congress,  in  sheer  accumulation  of  holdings,  ex- 
ceeded any  library  in  the  Western  Hemisphere.  It 


contained  850,000  printed  books;  250,000  pam- 
phlets; 26,000  manuscripts;  50,000  maps;  277,000 
musical  compositions;  over  70,000  prints,  as  well  as 
an  estimated  140,000  volumes  and  pamphlets  still 
undigested  from  the  Copyright  Office.  But  these 
were  just  the  beginning  of  the  collection  which 
Putnam  envisioned  as  being  richly  and  compre- 
hensively international  and  capable  of  serving 
Congress  and  scholarship  as  no  other  single  insti- 
tution could.  On  October  20,  1900,  he  made  a 
valiant  effort  to  obtain  the  famous  John  Carter 
Brown  Library  to  grace  his  shelves,  and  he  failed. 
It  went  instead  to  Brown  University  in  Providence, 
R.I.  But  as  Mr.  Mearns  wrote  in  reviewing  the 
situation:  “.  . . it  is  not  as  exemplifying  an  essay 
in  futility  that  Mr.  Putnam’s  eloquent  pronounce- 
ment has  been  transcribed.  It  is,  rather,  because  of 
its  magnificently  accurate  projection  of  the  Library 
of  Congress  and  its  future  stature  in  the  world  of 
learning  that  it  has  been  recovered  from  the 
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oblivion  to  which  it  was  consigned  more  than 
fifty-five  years  ago.  As  prophecy  it  commands  re- 
spect, because  what  it  foretold  has  come  to  pass.  As 
an  illustration  of  his  assurance,  awareness,  aspira- 
tion it  is  unexcelled.”  [Herbert  Putnam,  1861— 
1955;  p.  33.) 

Service,  too,  was  uppermost  in  Putnam’s  mind. 
In  1901  the  Library  of  Congress  was  authorized 
to  lend  books  outside  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  interlibrary  loan  was  a fait  accompli.  That 
same  year  Putnam  initiated  steps  leading  to  the 
sale  of  printed  cards  to  libraries  all  over  the  coun- 
try. Within  two  years  (according  to  Charles  A. 
Coodrum,  p.  39)  the  Library  was  producing  cards 
at  the  rate  of  225  titles  daily.  Libraries  throughout 
the  United  States  were  rapidly  learning  to  depend 
on  the  Library  of  Congress  for  most  of  their 
cataloging. 

On  October  15,  1901,  the  Librarian  ventured  to 
send  a long  message  to  President  Theodore  Roose- 
velt stressing  the  importance  of  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress, the  role  it  should  play  in  the  fields  of  edu- 
cation and  scholarship,  its  recent  growth,  its 
present  organization,  and  its  position  as  a national 
investment.  Near  the  close  he  asked  this  question : 
“Has  not  the  time  come  for  some  reference  to  it 
in  a statement  which  includes  a summary  by  the 
Chief  Executive  . . .?”  The  President  responded 
by  including  two  paragraphs  in  his  first  annual 
message  to  Congress,  on  December  3,  1901 : 

Perhaps  the  most  characteristic  educational  move- 
ment of  the  past  fifty  years  is  that  which  has  created  the 
modern  public  library  and  developed  it  into  broad  and 
active  service.  There  are  now  o\er  five  thousand  public 
libraries  in  the  United  States,  the  product  of  this  period. 
In  addition  to  accumulating  material,  they  are  also 
striving  by  organization,  by  improvement  in  method, 
and  by  co-operation,  to  give  greater  efficiency  to  the 
material  they  hold,  to  make  it  more  widely  useful,  and 
by  avoidance  of  unnecessary  duplication  in  process  to 
reduce  the  cost  of  its  administration. 

In  these  efforts  they  naturally  look  for  assistance  to 
the  Federal  library,  which,  though  still  the  Library  of 
Congress,  is  the  one  national  library  of  the  United  States. 
Already  the  largest  single  collection  of  books  on  the 
Western  Hemisphere,  and  certain  to  increase  more  rapidly 
than  any  other  through  purchase,  exchange,  and  the 
operation  of  the  copyright  law,  this  library  has  a unique 
opportunity  to  render  to  the  libraries  of  this  country — to 
Arnerican  scholarship — service  of  the  highest  importance. 
It  is  housed  in  a building  which  is  the  largest  and  most 
magnificent  yet  erected  for  library  uses.  Resources  are 
now  being  provided  which  will  develop  the  collection 
properly,  equip  it  with  the  apparatus  and  service  neces- 
sary for  its  effective  use,  render  its  bibliographic  work 


widely  available,  and  enable  it  to  become,  not  merely  a 
center  of  research,  but  the  chief  factor  in  great  co- 
operative efforts  for  the  diffusion  of  knowledge  and  the 
advancement  of  learning.  {Herbert  Putnam,  1861— 1955 ; 
pp. 35—36) 

Almost  immediately  after  his  inauguration  Put- 
nam was  deluged  with  offers  of  honorary  degrees 
and  invitations  to  be  a speaker  at  college  com- 
mencements. He  accepted  quite  a few.  On  June  3, 
1903,  he  spoke  at  the  commencement  of  Colum- 
bian University  (now  George  Washington  Univer- 
sity) of  Washington,  D.G.,  and  in  his  remarks, 
inimitably  phrased,  he  proved  that  he  was  not  a 
conventional  librarian  but  a champion  of  intel- 
lectual freedom  and  independent  thought.  Li- 
braries, after  all,  are  only  a means  to  an  end.  On 
that  day  he  said : 

I have  kept  my  promise  to  abstain  from  the  trite 
theme  of  the  uses  of  books.  You  know  more  of  these 
than  I can  tell  you, — or  than  you  yourselves  will  ever 
know  again.  This  occasion  is  for  you  the  apex, — the 
summit  of  the  hill  of  knowledge,  • — unsullied  by  experi- 
ence. It  is  not  merely  a parting  of  the  ways,- — it  is  a part- 
ing of  the  wise.  You  will  never  be  so  wise  again.  You 
will  know  more ; but  you  will  never  again  be  so  wise. 
You  will  never  again  have  the  interest  in  books  that 
you  have  had  in  the  past  few  years,  nor  the  confidence 
in  their  solution  of  the  problems  of  life  that  you  have 
today.  The  book  which  is  now  to  concern  you  is  the 
book  of  life.  The  book  of  life  isn’t  easy  reading.  And  it 
has  no  index.  Rather,  I should  say,  it  has  an  index,  and 
the  index  is  where  indexes  should  be — at  the  end.  But 
it  is  shut  to  you  till  you  reach  the  end.  Indeed  it  is  a 
book  which  each  of  you  must  not  merely  read  but  must 
write  for  himself.  Write  it  fairly,  write  it  sturdily,  and  it 
will  be  a book  to  last,  even  though  it  never  find  a pub- 
lisher. It  will  at  least  form  a section  of  that  artful  ledger, 
kept  by  the  unerring  accountant,  which  is  to  yield  up  its 
debits  and  credits  against  you  at  the  final  commence- 
ment day. 

Cotton  Mather  used  to  oblige  his  children  “to  retire 
and  ponder  on  that  question  ‘What  should  I wish  I had 
done  if  I were  now  dead.’  ” A salutary  but  somewhat 
sombre  diversion, — to  which  I shall  not  now  invite  you, 
though  I might  find  precedents.  The  world  is  a cheer- 
ful world  today;  and  the  most  interesting  world  that 
ever  was;  and  the  book  that  your  life  is  to  write  may  if 
you  like  be  a cheerful  and  interesting  book,  and  a help- 
ful one;  for  full  of  service  as  the  world  appears,  help  is 
still  needed. 

It  is  a fashion  of  commencement  addresses  to  advise 
you  how  to  write  it.  I am  not  the  one  to  advdse  you,  and 
I shall  not  try.  I have  undertaken  rather  to  say  some- 
thing of  the  opportunities  which  you  are  leaving  than  of 
those  which  lie  before  you.  If  I should  say  anything  of 
these  latter,  it  would  be  only  to  urge  you  to  apply  to  them 
the  ideals,  the  standards,  and  as  many  as  possible  of  the 
methods  for  which  the  academic  life  stands.  Freedom  is 
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one : the  academic  freedom,  which  follows  an  argument 
to  its  consequences,  however  inconvenient;  freedom  to 
form  an  opinion,  and  to  hold,  and  to  alter  it,  even  though 
it  differ  from  your  neighbor’s;  tolerance  for  his  opinion 
though  it  differ  from  yours;  respect  for  the  accumulated 
judgment  of  the  past  as  against  the  whim  or  emotion 
of  the  present. 

Throughout  his  career  as  Librarian  of  Congress 
Herbert  Putnam  was  careful  about  his  appoint- 
ments. He  wanted  expert  subject  specialists  and 
highly  trained  technicians.  He  skillfully  rejected 
patronage  applicants,  but  was  happy  to  receive 
recommendations  for  eligible  candidates.  An  elite 
staff  was  his  great  objective.  And  when  a position 
was  of  critical  importance  he  vigorously  sought  a 

salary  for  it  which  would  be  commensurate.  Mr. 

/ 

Mearns  quotes  from  a communication  in  this  vein 

which  Putnam  sent  to  the  secretary  of  the  treas- 

/ 

ury:  “This  position  [Chief  of  the  Division  of 
Manuscripts]  became  vacant  September  1st 
[1901].  I am  holding  it  vacant  until  the  salary  shall 
be  placed  at  a sum  which  will  enable  me  to  secure 
for  it  a thoroughly  adequate  person.  This  division 
deals  with  the  material  which  forms  one  of  the 
two  greater  divisions  in  a national  library.  . . . 
The  interests  involved  are  altogether  too  impor- 
tant to  be  entrusted  to  a second-rate  man.”  [Her- 
bert Putnam,  1861— 1955 ; p.  34) 

Equally  desirous  of  strengthening  the  Library’s 
international  holdings  Putnam  successfully  nego- 
tiated the  purchase  of  Gennadius  Vasilievich  Yu- 
din’s fabulous  collection  of  Slavica  in  1907.  His 
“responsible  eye”  was  never  closed. 

In  1908  Putnam  instinctively  responded  with 
humanitarian  sympathy  to  the  passing  of  Ains- 
worth Rand  Spofford,  \\To  died  on  August  1 1 . His 
fair  and  laudatory  article  appeared  in  two  journals 
that  fall,  November  19  in  the  Independent  and 
December  in  the  Library  Journal.  Spofford  w’as  in 
the  unique  position  of  having  been  Librarian  of 
Congress,  from  1864  to  1897,  then  becoming  the 
Chief  Assistant  Librarian.  The  following  two  para- 
graphs convincingly  show  how  Putnam  and  Spof- 
ford both  profited  from  the  situation. 

To  give  over  to  another  the  accustomed  reins  of  au- 
thority is  at  no  time  easy;  to  give  them  over  at  the 
moment  when  the  institution  is  emerging  from  a pinched 
and  narrow  to  a spacious  and  glorious  life;  from  the 
life  which  has  been  a struggle  to  the  opportunities  for 
which  one  has  struggled:  to  give  them  over  then,  and 
with  them  the  prestige  and  the  privilege  of  the  office; 
such  a surrender  is  hard  indeed.  The  man  who,  like  Dr. 
Spofford,  can  make  it  without  a murmur,  before  or  after, 


is  of  incredible  rarity.  The  man  of  his  years  who,  having 
for  two  generations  been  chief  executive,  can  not  merely 
subordinate,  but  endear  himself  to  his  successor,  and  never 
waver  in  fidelity  to  the  institution  nor  enthusiasm  for  its 
interests — such  a man  has  achieved  a feat  beside  which 
mere  feats  of  memory  are  of  trivial  moment. 

With  him,  however,  this  was  not  a feat,  but  nature ; 
the  ordinary  expression  of  a nature  absolutely  loyal,  con- 
sistently unselfish,  enduringly  childlike.  It  will  be  a sad 
day  for  any  profession  when  such  a nature  is  referred  to 
as  merely  “quaint,”  as  if  an  anachronism.  Particularly 
will  it  be  a sad  day  for  our  profession,  with  its  present 
stress  upon  system  and  mechanism.  The  age,  indeed — our 
calculating  age — requires  these : the  masses  of  material 
to  be  dealt  with,  the  number  and  variety  of  needs  to  be 
met,  the  demand  that  they  be  met  with  promptness  and 
precision.  System  and  mechanism  are  now  necessary 
auxiliaries;  but  they  cannot  be  substitutes.  And  I,  associ- 
ated with  them,  under  duty  to  promote  them,  shall  not 
cease  to  be  grateful  for  the  nine  years  which  have  given 
me  near  contact  with  one  who  signified  so  much  and  so 
deeply  without  regard  to  them.  To  me,  indeed,  Ains- 
worth Spofford  was  more  than  an  individual;  he  was  an 
institution.  And  with  him  the  continuity  has  been  broken, 
an  order  has  past,  for  which  no  “new  order,”  however 
efficient,  can  compensate. 

Putnam  was  no  mean  poet,  and  to  his  eulogy  he 
appended  these  stanzas : 

A.  R.  S. 

1825-1908 


The  Epilogue 

He  Toiled  long,  well,  and  with  Good  Cheer 
In  the  Service  of  Others 
Giving  his  Whole,  Asking  Little 
Enduring  patiently.  Complaining 
Not  at  all 
With  small  Means 
Effecting  Much 

* * 

He  had  no  Strength  that  was  not  Useful 
No  Weakness  that  was  not  Lovable 
No  Aim  that  was  not  Worthy 
No  Motive  that  was  not  Pure 

* * * 

Ever  he  Bent 
His  Eye  upon  the  Task 
Undone 

His  Soul  upon  the  Stars 
His  Heart  upon 
The  Sun 

* * 

Bravely  he  Met 
His  Test 

Richly  he  Earned 
His  Rest 
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Putnam  was  never  one  to  forget  or  neglect  the 
literary  hobbies  of  persons  in  high  authority. 
Knowing  President  Woodrow  Wilson’s  penchant 
for  reading  mystery  novels  he  sent  a supply  to  the 
White  House,  and  May  22,  1913,  the  Chief  Execu- 
tive penned  him  an  appreciative  note  saying: 
“Thank  you  sincerely  for  your  courtesy  in  person- 
ally attending  to  my  modest  wish  for  detective 
stories.  I am  sure  those  that  you  sent  me  will  keep 
me  going  for  some  time.”  [Herbert  Putnam,  1861- 
7955;  pp. 85-86) 

In  1911  Congress  seemed  to  think  that  its  Li- 
brary was  somewhat  deficient  in  supplying  the 
legislative  assistance  it  had  a right  to  expect.  When 
several  bills  were  introduced  for  the  creation  of  a 
legislative  reference  and  bill-drafting  bureau,  Put- 
nam prepared  a special  report  which  was  clear  and 
to  the  point.  He  suggested  that  the  Library  had, 
for  many  years,  rendered  the  service  commonly 
sought  from  a legislative  office.  It  had  prepared 
bibliographies  and  reading  lists  on  all  sorts  of  legis- 
lative questions;  it  had  been  ever  ready  to  advise 
Congressmen  on  the  best  sources  of  information; 
it  was  eager  to  make  available  all  of  the  Library’s 
vast  resources  to  the  nation’s  lawmakers.  And  he 
gave  precise  details  of  the  operations  a legislative 
reference  bureau  must  perform : 

It  undertakes  not  merely  to  classify  and  to  catalogue, 
but  to  draw  off  from  a general  collection  the  literature — 
that  is,  the  data — bearing  upon  a particular  legislative 
project.  It  indexes,  abstracts,  compiles.  It  acquires  extra 
copies  of  society  publications  and  periodicals  and  breaks 
these  up  for  the  sake  of  the  articles  pertinent  to  a par- 
ticular subject.  It  clips  from  newspapers;  and  it  classi- 
fies the  extracts,  the  compilations,  the  articles,  and  the 
clippings  in  a scrapbook,  or  portfolio,  or  vertical  file,  in 
such  a way  that  all  material  relating  to  that  topic  is  kept 
together  and  can  be  drawn  forth  at  a moment’s  notice. 
To  printed  literature  it  often  adds  written  memoranda 
as  to  fact  and  even  opinion  as  to  merit,  which  it  secures 
by  correspondence  with  experts. 

The  above  work,  which  organizes  and  concentrates  all 
the  data  pertinent  to  a question  in  such  form  as  to  be 
readily  responsive,  is  beyond  the  abilities  of  the  Library 
with  its  present  organization.  The  Library  would  gladly 
undertake  it;  it  could  undertake  it  without  additional 
appropriation  for  the  material  itself,  so  far  as  this  is  in 
printed  form'  but  it  would  require  for  it  an  enlargement 
of  its  present  Di\’isions  of  Law,  Documents,  and  Bibliog- 
raphy, and  in  addition  the  creation  of  a new  division 
under  the  title  of  a Legislative  or  Congressional  Ref- 
erence Division. 

In  tran.sniitting  his  report  to  Congress  he  wrote  a 


letter  which  emphasized  certain  important  prin- 
ciples. Perhaps  the  most  significant  one  was: 

That  for  the  work  to  be  scientific  (i.e.  having  only 
truth  as  its  object)  it  must  be  strictly  nonpartisan;  and 
that,  therefore,  whatever  the  appointing  or  administra- 
tive authority,  the  selection  of  the  experts  and  the  direc- 
tion of  the  work  should  by  law  and  in  fact  be  assuredly 
nonpartisan. 

For  several  years  the  matter  was  unsettled,  but 
action  was  finally  taken  in  1915  when  the  appro- 
priation bill  for  that  fiscal  year  included  authoriza- 
tion for  the  establishment  of  a Legislative  Refer- 
ence Service.'  (Mearns:  The  Story  up  to  Now;  pp. 
199-200) 

It  was  also  in  1915,  though  his  interest  was  years 
older,  that  Putnam  carried  further  his  endeavors 
in  magnificently  enlarging  the  Library’s  collection 
of  oriental  literature.  And  his  zeal  remained  con- 
stant. Before  long  he  could  boast  of  having  accu- 
mulated the  largest  collection  of  Orientalia  out- 
side of  the  Far  East. 

The  United  States  entered  the  First  World  War 
in  the  spring  of  1917.  Putnam  became  the  general 
director  of  the  American  Library  Association’s  Li- 
brary War  Service,  and  he  performed  his  duties 
nobly.  His  concern,  his  surprise,  and  his  gratifica- 
tion are  apparent  in  the  foreword  he  provided  to 
T.  W.  Koch’s  War  Service  of  the  American  Li- 
brary Association.  There  he  wrote: 

If,  visiting  a camp  library,  you  should  ask  for  a list 
of  the  books  issued  on  a given  day  you  would  find  some 
surprise.  I have  before  me  a typical  such  list.  It  leads 
off  with  Sullivan’s  American  business  law,  followed  by 
Moss’  Applied  Miner  Tactics  and  Barker’s  Red  Cross  in 
France.  Next  come  five  v^olumes  on  physics,  four  on  elec- 
tricity, two  on  chemistry,  one  on  physiology,  three  on 
aviation,  one  on  military  signaling,  one  on  agriculture, 
three  on  motors,  ten — including  Gerard  and  Gibson — 
on  the  war  itself.  Among  other  miscellaneous  titles  are 
Kipling’s  Departmental  Ditties,  Service’s  Rhymes  of  a 
Red  Cross  Man,  Taylor’s  Practical  Stage  Directing,  a 
life  of  Grant,  a history  of  Missionaries  and — The  Iliad 
of  Homer!  And  the  fiction  which  forms  half  the  list  (less 
than  it  would  at  an  ordinary  library)  is  by  no  means 

On  September  29,  1921,  President  Warren  Harding 
signed  an  executive  order  to  have  the  original  manuscript 
copies  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence  and  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  transferred  from  the 
Department  of  State  to  the  Library  of  Congress.  The 
next  day.  Secretary  Charles  Evans  Hughes  delivered  the 
documents  to  the  Librarian.  LC—USZ62— 00399 
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negligible  in  quality;  for  it  includes  at  leasts  Doyle,  Fox, 
Wister,  Conrad,  Locke,  London,  Poe,  Dumas  and  Mark 
Twain.  For  the  matter  of  that  the  actual  selection  of 
fiction  in  the  Camp  Libraries  is  of  a higher  grade  than 
that  in  the  average  public  library. 

At  one  typical  camp  a single  day’s  circulation  included 
books  on  the  following:  French  history,  mechanics, 
topography  and  strategy  in  war,  self  propelled  vehicles, 
hand  grenades,  field  entrenchments,  bridges,  chemistry, 
physics,  astronomy,  hydraulics,  electricty,  mediaeval  his- 
tory, calculus,  civil  engineering,  geography,  American 
history,  surveying,  materials  of  construction,  general  his- 
tory, masonry,  concrete.  About  three  fourths  of  the  books 
taken  out  were  non-fiction. 

And  the  reason  for  all  the  wartime  library  service 
was : “To  make  better  men  of  the  soldiers  as  well  as 
to  make  better  soldiers  of  the  men.” 

The  First  World  War  had  its  own  impact  on 
the  Library  of  Congress,  and  the  Librarian  was 
keenly  aware  of  it.  Fie  wanted  to  maintain  and 
bolster  morale,  which  was  suffering  under  eco- 
nomic strain  and  emotional  upset.  Miss  Pierson, 
who  had  vowed  to  do  her  best  when  she  joined  the 
Library  force  years  earlier,  reproduced  a letter 
Putnam  wrote,  on  July  25,  1918,  “to  the  Loyal 
Staff  of  the  Library  of  Congress.”  Some  of  its 
passages  cry  for  quotation : 

A word,  which,  if  I could,  I would  say  to  each  of  you 
individually: 

You  have  much  to  discourage  you  in  the  present  situ- 
ation. Your  expenses  are  increasing;  your  salaries  aren’t. 


Meantime  you  see  numerous  of  your  associates  going  to 
positions  elsewhere  at  salaries  not  merely  higher  than 
they  were  paid  here,  but  higher  than  you  are  getting  here 
for  work  of  a higher  grade.  . . . 

If  you  can’t  live  on  your  salary  here  you  can’t  be 
blamed  for  taking  a higher  one  elsewhere.  But  don’t  for 
a moment  believe  that — outside  of  the  fighting  ranks 
themselves — there  is  any  “war  work”  more  necessary 
than  that  you  are  doing  here.  It  is  our  country  as  a whole 
which  is  at  war;  it  is  our  government  as  a whole  which 
is  its  agent.  And  it  needs  to  bring  to  bear  in  the  con- 
flict every  one  of  the  elements,  every  one  of  the  forces, 
which  makes  for  its  efficiency.  . . . 

The  Library  has  its  part  to  play — an  indispensable 
one.  Its  efficiency  must  be  maintained.  And  you  who, 
resisting  temptations  elsewhere,  are  aiding  to  maintain 
it,  can  as  justly  say  that  you  are  doing  “war  work”  as 
any  of  those  who  leave  it  for  a bureau  with  a military 
title. 

You  can  feel  also  that  in  “standing  by  your  job,”  pa- 
tiently, steadily,  at  a serious  personal  sacrifice,  you  are 
proving  a loyalty  as  unselfish — as  fundamentally  patri- 
otic— as  any  shown  in  this  crisis. 

To  thank  you  for  it  would  seem  to  imply  that  it  is  a 
loyalty  to  me  or  to  the  Library,  whereas  it  is  the  higher 
loyalty  to  a cause  and  a principle.  But  I want  you  to 
know  how  clearly  I realize  it,  how  deeply  I value  it,  and 
how  sure  I am  that  in  the  end,  and  upon  the  final  reck- 
oning, it  will  secure  the  recognition  it  deserves. 

On  February  28,  1924,  Putnam,  happily  and 
solemnly,  placed  the  two  manuscripts  most  pre- 
cious to  the  history  of  the  United  States  on  exhibit. 
The  Declaration  of  Independence  and  the  Consti- 
tution, engrossed  on  parchment,  had  recently  been 
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transferred  from  the  Department  of  State.  Actu- 
ally almost  two  and  a half  years  had  elapsed  since 
President  Harding  signed  the  Executive  Order, 
September  29,  1921,  releasing  the  invaluable  doc- 
uments to  the  Libraiy’s  custody.  It  included  this 
paragraph : 

This  Order  is  issued  at  the  request  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  [Hughes],  who  has  no  suitable  place  for  the  exhi- 
bition of  these  muniments  and  whose  building  is  believed 
to  be  not  as  safe  a depository  for  them  as  the  Library 
of  Congress,  and  for  the  additional  reason  that  it  i.s  desired 
to  satisfy  the  laudable  wish  of  patriotic  Americans  to 
have  an  opportunity  to  see  the  original  documents  upon 

President  Calvin  Coolidge  and  his  wife,  Grace  Goodhue 
Coolidge,  attended  the  dedication,  on  February  28, 
1924,  of  the  “shrine”  where  the  parchment  copies  of  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  and  the  Constitution  were 
protected  while  in  the  keeping  of  the  Library  of  Congress. 
Visitors  were  impressed,  according  to  the  Librarian’s 
report  of  1924,  with  “the  provision  for  safeguarding  the 
documents  from  touch  and  from  injurious  light,  while 
insuring  their  complete  visibility  without  formality.” 
Also  in  attendance  at  the  dedication  were  the  secretary 
of  state  and  representatives  from  Congress.  National 
Photo  Co.  LC-USZ62-57285 


which  rest  their  Independence  and  their  Government. 

Warren  G.  Harding 

Putnam  himself  brought  the  manuscripts  to  the 
Library  and  witnessed  their  being  placed  in  a 
heavy  steel  safe  where  they  reposed  until  they 
were  displayed  to  the  public.  He  described  the 
unveiling  ceremony  briefly  and  with  telling  effect: 

The  installation  of  them,  in  the  presence  of  the  Presi- 
dent, the  Secretary  of  State,  and  a representative  group 
from  Congress  took  place  on  February  28  [1924],  without 
a single  utterance,  save  the  singing  of  two  stanzas  of 
“America” — in  which  the  entire  company  of  onlookers 
joined.  The  impression  upon  the  audience  proved  the 
emotional  potency  of  documents  animate  with  a great 
tradition. 

And  there  they  remained  for  more  than  a genera- 
tion, until  they  were  once  again  transported  to 
their  final  and  logical  resting  place,  the  National 
Archives,  in  special  cases  long  in  planning  and 
long  in  construction.  (Gf.  Mearns:  The  Story  up 
to  Now;  pp.  203-4.) 

It  was  at  this  time,  too,  that  Putnam  responded 
to  a congressional  bill,  enacted  March  4,  1923,  “to 
provide  for  the  classification  of  civilian  positions” 
in  the  federal  service.  It  was  a highly  necessary^  act. 
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and  Putnam  had  to  submit  recommendations  to  a 
commission  representing  the  Bureau  of  the 
Budget,  the  Bureau  of  Efficiency,  and  the  Civil 
Service  Commission  (Mearns:  The  Story  up  to 
Now;  pp.  204-6).  Mr.  Mearns  states  clearly  the 
complications  confronting  Putnam  as  he  prepared 
his  presentation.  It  consisted  of  five  stages:  “(1) 
Initial  allocations  by  the  several  chiefs  of  divi- 
sions; (2)  a review  and  revision  of  these  by  a 
commission  of  seven  staff  officials  by  the  Chief 
Assistant  Librarian;  (3)  opportunity  to  the  several 
chiefs  to  submit  further  representations  in  support 
of  decisions  negatived;  (4)  a final  review  by  Mr. 
Putnam;  and  (5)  the  submission  by  Mr.  Putnam 
of  a formal  communication  to  the  Personnel  Class- 
ification Board.” 

Stressing  the  uniqueness  of  the  Library  in  terms 
of  size,  skills,  and  service,  Putnam  succinctly  sum- 
marized its  needs  and  his  hopes : 

As  our  National  Library,  and  with  . . . [its]  varied 
responsibilities,  it  can  not  afford  to  have  less  than  the 
best  obtainable — 

(1)  Knowledge,  experience,  and  judgment  in  the 
development  of  its  collection; 

(2)  Technical  perfection  in  its  processes — classifica- 
tion, cataloguing,  and  the  other  treatment  of  material; 

(3)  Skill,  training,  and  experience  in  reference  work, 
bibliography  and  interpretation ; 

(4)  In  its  consultative  service  (e.g.,  in  law,  art,  mu- 
sic), specialists  who  are  authorities  in  the  subject  matter; 

(5)  In  its  service  to  our  highest  tribunal  and  its  bar, 
not  merely  the  most  comprehensive  law  library,  but  the 
most  competent  administration  and  interpretation; 

(6)  In  its  legislative  service — effective  apparatus  as 
to  all  legislation  enacted  in  every  country,  and  experts 
who  will  digest  it,  the  law,  the  facts,  the  authorities  in 
matters  of  opinion : experts  comparable  at  least  to  those 
who  are  employed  by  the  interests  seeking  legislation. 

A year  later  he  wrote : 

It  was  not  to  be  expected  . . . that  the  first  applica- 
tions of  a scheme  so  comprehensive,  on  a basis  pro- 
fessedly philosophic,  could  be  free  from  inconsistencies, 
from  discrepancies,  and  from  individual  hardship.  All 
have  been  experienced.  In  the  aggregate,  however,  they 
are  not  to  be  weighed  against  the  vast  benefits  of  the 
scheme  itself — the  decision  for  it,  the  adoption  of  it,  the 
progress  under  it,  and  the  acceptance  by  Congress  of  the 
resulting  decisions. 

Mr.  Mearns  points  out  that  20  years  would  have 
to  pass  before  the  inconsistencies  and  discrepan- 
cies and  hardships  were  eliminated,  and  then  con- 
cludes that  Putnam  “had  fought  a fight  which  was 
good.” 

The  quality  of  Putnam’s  division  chiefs  had  al- 


Elizabeth  Sprague  Coolidge  {1864-1953) , whose  endow- 
ment to  the  Library  ensures  the  performance  of  music 
there  as  well  as  furthering  the  study  and  appreciation 
of  it.  LC-USP6-1532A 

ways  been  distinguished.  Oscar  G.  T.  Sonneck,  ap- 
pointed chief  of  the  Music  Division  in  1902,  was 
the  first  of  a noteworthy  line  of  musicologists  to 
give  preeminence  to  the  Library’s  music  holdings, 
and  he  was  followed  by  Carl  Engel,  who  was  suc- 
ceeded by  Oliver  Strunk  and  Harold  Spivacke. 
Engel,  head  of  the  Music  Division  from  1922  to 
1934,  occupied  the  post  when  an  event  occurred 
which,  with  the  wholehearted  support  of  the  Li- 
brarian, led  to  the  Library’s  unofficial  designation 
as  “world  center  of  chamber  music.”  This  title, 
still  unofficial,  continues  to  apply. 

Mrs.  Elizabeth  Sprague  Coolidge  (1864-1953), 
under  the  auspices  of  the  Library  of  Congress, 
sponsored  three  concerts  of  chamber  music  in  the 
Freer  Gallery  of  Art  on  February  7,  8,  and  9,  1924. 
Distinguished  artists  presented  programs  of  mixed 
content.  The  way  was  paved  to  untold  progress 
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and  riches  and  artistry.  Herbert  Putnam  and  Carl 
Engel  figured  in  the  program. 

Mrs.  Coolidge,  a thoroughly  trained  musician 
as  pianist  and  composer,  already  nationally  known 
as  a munificent  patroness  of  music,  had  sponsored 
festivals  of  chamber  music  in  Pittsfield,  Mass.,  since 
1918.  She  described  her  advent  to  the  Library  of 
Congress  in  the  following  words : 

After  seven  yearly  festivals  in  Pittsfield  and  following 
an  ever-widening  area  of  musical  experience  and  contacts, 
I came  to  realize  that  the  activities  begun  on  South 
Mountain  ought  to  be  perpetuated  and  that  the  best — 
perhaps  the  only — way  to  do  that  would  be  to  institu- 
tionalize them.  . . . 

I received  a suggestion  which  led  to  the  solution  about 
the  future  of  my  Festival.  I had  asked  Frank  Bridge  and 
his  wife  to  remain  awhile  in  America  and,  for  relaxation 
after  our  strenuous  three  days,  to  take  a motor  trip  with 
me.  After  a visit  to  southern  Virginia,  we  stopped  at 
Washington,  and,  as  sight-seers,  were  invited  to  take 
luncheon  at  the  “Round  Table,”  a gathering  of  the  Chiefs 
of  Divisions  in  the  Library  of  Congress,  presided  over  by 
its  wonderful  Librarian,  Dr.  Herbert  Putnam.  Naturally 
the  conversation  turned  to  the  recent  Berkshire  Festival. 
I happened  to  be  seated  next  to  a certain  Dr.  Moore 
[Charles  Moore,  Manuscripts  Division],  who,  while  chat- 
ting about  my  musical  affairs,  rather  pointedly  asked  me 
if  I might  not  consider  giving  some  such  music  to  the 
Library  of  Congress.  The  only  equipment  for  such  a pros- 
pect seemed,  at  that  time,  to  be  an  upright  piano  upon 
which,  in  the  basement,  music  might  be  tried  out  or 
practiced. 

Herbert  Putnam  organized  the  Round  Table,  a 
semiprofessional  luncheon  group,  shortly  after  be- 
coming Librarian.  The  regular  partakers  and  the 
visitors  all  had  one  thing  in  common — a consum- 
ing interest  in  matters  of  intellectual  and  artistic 
concern.  This  interest  engendered  v/hat  would  be- 
come the  regularly  scheduled  chamber  music  festi- 
vals, as  Mrs.  Coolidge  explained: 

However,  when,  the  following  Spring,  I sent  to  the 
Library  two  [actually  three]  chamber  programs,  Dr.  Put- 
nam borrowed  from  the  Smithsonian  Institution  a de- 
lightful little  auditorium  in  the  Freer  Gallery,  and  there 
my  Pittsfield  players  opened  a series  of  three  concerts 
which,  later,  led  to  the  establishment  of  the  Coolidge 
Foundation  and  thus  found  a way  to  insure  the  perpetu- 
ation of  my  Festivals  j the  little  Coolidge  Auditorium 
. . . was  built  into  a corner  of  one  of  the  courts  of  the 
Library;  a fund  was  accepted  by  President  Coolidge  and 
the  Congress,  and  our  first  Washington  Festival  was 
given  in  October  1925.  (Let  me  add — that  both  the 
Librarian  and  the  Congress  had  to  be  persuaded;  the 
former  by  a warm  friend  of  mine  and  of  music;  the  lat- 
ter by  the  Librarian  himself!) 


In  September  of  1924  Putnam  attended  the 
chamber  music  festival  which  Mrs.  Coolidge  spon- 
sored in  Pittsfield.  And  it  should  be  noted  that  the 
marble  plaque  on  the  east  wall  of  the  foyer  of  the 
Coolidge  Auditorium,  a striking  likeness  of  Mrs. 
Coolidge,  is  a creation  of  the  Librarian’s  daughter, 
Brenda  Putnam. 

Mrs.  Coolidge’s  interest  and  purpose  were 
quickly  and  permanently  fulfilled.  The  auditorium 
was  built,  festival  succeeded  festival,  all  of  the 
chamber  music  manuscripts  commissioned  by  her 
or  given  to  her  were  added  to  the  Library’s  col- 
lections, and  great  artists  and  ensembles  appear  in 
the  Library  regularly.  Generous  patrons  and 
patronesses  have  followed  her  example.  She  and 
Putnam  achieved  a revolution  in  library  service 
that  is  still  increasing  in  effectiveness  as  other 
libraries  follow  their  initiative. 

Far  from  the  least  result  of  her  venture  was  the 
creation  of  the  Library  of  Congress  Trust  Fund 
Board,  authorized  by  Congress  on  March  3,  1925, 
to  accept  endowments  and  to  pay  to  the  Library 
a rate  of  interest  which  will  last  as  long  as  our  gov- 
ernment endures.  The  Trust  Fund  Board  was  par- 
ticularly dear  to  Putnam’s  heart.  One  of  his  ideals 
of  library  service  was  the  rendering  of  interpre- 
tative assistance.  He  wanted  consultants  and  hold- 
ers of  “chairs”  who,  familiar  with  the  collections 
and  with  the  fields  they  embraced,  would  aid  the 
researcher  in  extracting  all  they  had  to  offer.  En- 
dowments from  private  resources  now  made  this 
possible. 

Sometimes  the  collections  blossomed  out  in  un- 
expected directions,  and  Putnam,  as  gardener,  was 
not  one  to  inhibit  their  growth.  A notable  example 
occurred  in  1926  when  the  famous  magician 
Harry  Houdini  (born  in  1874,  his  real  name  ^vas 
Ehrich  Weiss)  died,  bequeathing  his  famous  col- 
lection to  the  Library  of  Congress.  It  was  a nota- 
ble acquisition,  certainly  off  the  beaten  track  and 
offering  investigators  esoteric  fields  to  explore  and 
cultivate.  With  the  exception  of  his  dramatic  col- 
lection, all  the  fruits  of  his  magic  curiosity  became 
the  property  of  the  American  people.  He  was  a 
student  as  well  as  a showman,  and  he  had  spent 
many  years  researching  in  libraries,  browsing  in 
bookshops,  consulting  catalogs,  and  advertising  for 
long-sought  titles.  The  Librarian’s  annual  report 
for  1927  quotes  Houdini’s  own  description  of  the 
collection  he  had  formed : 
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“I  have  spent  a goodly  part  of  my  life  in  study  and 
research,”  he  wrote  in  his  book  “A  Magician  among  the 
spirits.”  “During  the  last  thirty  years  I have  read  every 
single  piece  of  literature  on  the  subject  of  spiritualism 
that  I could.  I have  accumulated  one  of  the  largest 
libraries  in  the  world  on  psychic  phenomena,  spiritualism, 
magic,  witchcraft,  demonology,  evil  spirits,”  etc. 

Such  a bequest  was  fully  appreciated  by  Librarian 
Putnam. 

Financial  assistance  from  John  D.  Rockefeller, 
Jr.,  made  possible  the  beginning  of  the  National 
Union  Catalog,  announced  by  Putnam  the  follow- 
ing year,  1927.  The  Librarian  of  Congress  was 
steadfastly  pursuing  his  goals:  augmenting  the 
bibliographic  apparatus  and  increasing  the  service 
to  the  nation’s  scholars.  Additional  financial  aid 
from  the  same  benefactor  also  made  possible  the 
acquisition  of  source  materials — in  copies  and 
facsimiles — necessary  for  the  penetrating  study  of 
American  history. 

On  October  26,  1927,  Putnam  sent  a communi- 
cation to  the  president  of  the  American  Library 
Association.  It  had  to  do  with  censorship  in  public 
libraries  and  is  a statement  of  which  every  Ameri- 
can should  be  proud : 

In  the  case  of  History — which  isn’t  an  exact  science, — 
it  [i.e.,  the  public]  has  a right  to  expect  there  a repre- 
sentation of  all  serious  views  decently  expressed.  To  pro- 
vide it  is  the  essence  of  the  service  of  a public  library 
in  a free  community.  And  to  eject  from  a public  library 
a sincere  book,  by  a reputable  author,  on  the  ground 
that  its  views  are  erroneous,  is  to  tyrannize  over  public 
opinion.  Our  American  public  wouldn’t  stand  for  it. 

Applied  generally  and  carried  to  an  extreme,  it  would 
leave  our  libraries  the  expression  of  nothing  but  the 
prejudices  which  happen  to  be  in  authority  at  the  mo- 
ment. With  the  Democrats  in  authority  it  would  bar 
books  supporting  the  Republicans,  with  Catholics  in 
authority  it  would  bar  the  literature  of  Protestantism, 
with  free  trade  in  authority  it  would  bar  the  literature 
of  protection,  with  the  empiricists  in  authority  it  would 
bar  the  literature  of  dogma,  with  an  anarchist  tempo- 
rarily in  authority  it  would  eject  the  literature  of  law 
and  order.  The  emasculated  collection  would  represent 
nothing  but  the  whim,  the  passion,  or  the  self-interest 
temporarily  in  control,  and  be  wiped  out  by  the  whim, 
the  passion,  or  the  self-interest  that  succeeds  it.  (Herbert 
Putnam  papers,  Manuscript  Division) 

On  the  eve  of  celebrating  his  30th  anniversary 
as  Librarian  of  Congress  Putnam  modestly  dis- 
claimed what  had  already  been  achieved  and 
boasted  only  of  the  Library’s  chief  virtue.  In  an 
essay  entitled  “The  National  Library”  he  de- 


clared: “We  have  far  to  go,  and  many  levels  still 
to  reach.  In  even  the  fundamentals  ‘our  house  is 
not  yet  in  order’  and  won’t  be  till  we  have  caught 
up  with  the  classification,  the  cataloging  and  the 
production  of  the  cards.  There  is,  in  fact,  no  single 
particular,  save  one,  in  which  we  are  not  defective. 
But  that  one  is  an  asset.  It  is — optimism.” 

In  his  annual  report  for  1928  Putnam  an- 
nounced the  initiation  of  another  activity  of  vital 
importance  to  the  American  people.  Thanks  to  the 
generosity  of  several  individuals — Andrew  Mellon, 
Mrs.  Adolph  C.  Miller,  Mrs.  Alvin  C.  Parker,  John 
Barton  Payne — -there  was  established  a program 
“for  the  acquisition  of  American  folk-song.”  Now 
called  the  Archive  of  Folk  Song,  it  is  the  section 
of  the  Music  Division  which  preserves  and  pro- 
motes the  people’s  heritage  of  music,  dance,  and 
games,  foreign  as  well  as  domestic.  The  collections 
have  grown  enormously  both  in  mechanical  re- 
cordings and  in  manuscripts,  and  the  archive’s 
success  surely  led  to  the  creation  of  the  Music  Divi- 
sion’s Recorded  Sound  Section,  a development 
which  follow^ed  Putnam’s  retirement.  The  Li- 
brarian was,  however,  always  interested  in  record- 
ings of  every  kind — classical,  popular,  and  folk — 
and  early  encouraged  the  collecting  of  cylinders 
and  discs. 

As  he  entered  his  fourth  decade  as  Librarian  of 
Congress  he  was  given  a surprise  party  and  pre- 
sented with  a festschrift  entitled  Essays  Offered  to 
Herbert  Putnam  by  His  Colleagues  and  Friends  on 
His  Thirtieth  Anniversary  as  Librarian  of  Con- 
gress, 5 April  1929.  Notable  Congressmen,  schol- 
ars, and  librarians  paid  admiring  and  affectionate 
tribute  to  their  subject,  emphasizing  the  past  with- 
out neglecting  the  present  and  the  future.  Fantasiz- 
ing that  future,  Carl  Engel,  then  chief  of  the  Music 
Division,  contributed  an  essay  called  “Concert 
A.D.  2025  in  the  Library  of  Congress,”  and  he 
imaginatively  recalled  20th-century  events  as 
though  they  were  the  happenings  of  a hundred 
years  before.  Most  succinctly  he  wrote: 

A third  name  [after  Coolidge  and  Sonneck]  must  be 
associated  with  our  commemoration  tonight:  that  of 
Herbert  Putnam.  It  is  too  well  known,  too  well  beloved 
by  everyone  who  is  familiar  with  the  annals  of  this  insti- 
tution to  require  more  than  proud  and  thankful  mention. 
Human  events  are  shaped  by  personalities.  The  very 
things  we  are  commemorating  here  tonight  could  not 
have  come  to  pass,  one  hundred  years  ago,  without  the 
vision  and  the  tact  of  Herbert  Putnam,  without  the  qual- 
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ities  of  mind  and  character  that  made  him  a great  Li- 
brarian of  Congress  because  he  was  a great  person. 

Later  in  1929  Putnam  was  able  to  create  an 
Aeronautics  Division,  and  in  1930  he  won  the  long 
sought  authorization  for  the  construction  of  the 
Library’s  Annex.  His  boasted — but  not  boastful — 
optimism  seemed  to  be  wholly  justified. 

And  it  was  also  in  1930  that  Putnam  gained  one 
of  his  greatest  triumphs,  the  acquisition  of  the  Li- 
brary’s Gutenberg  Bible,  one  of  the  three  perfect 
copies  in  existence  and  often  referred  to  as  a land- 
mark in  the  history  of  civilization.  The  most  im- 
portant part  of  a most  valuable  collection,  this 
volume  will  always  be  one  of  the  Library’s  truly 
priceless  treasures.  The  Librarian’s  account  of  ob- 
taining it,  in  his  annual  report  for  1930,  deserves 

Otto  H.  F.  VollbehFs  collection  of  1 5th-century  books 
included  a vellum  copy  of  the  Gutenberg  Bible  and  3,000 
other  items.  It  was  acquired  by  the  Library  of  Congress 
in  1930.  Dr.  Vollbehr  {on  the  right)  was  a retired 
scientist  who  collected  this  incunabula  after  World 
War  I.  LC-USZ62-57287 


to  be  quoted  at  some  length.  Once  again  his  mod- 
esty comes  to  the  fore. 

The  outstanding  acquisition  of  the  year  . . . was  that 
of  the  (Otto  H.  F.)  Vollbehr  collection  of  fifteenth  cen- 
tury books  (3,000  miscellaneous  items,  together  with  a 
copy  on  vellum — one  of  three  perfect  copies  existing — 
of  the  Gutenberg  forty-two-line  Bible) . 

The  history  of  this  acquisition  is  singular  and  notable. 
The  main  collection,  gathered  by  Doctor  Vollbehr  after 
the  war  and  when  conditions  were  peculiarly  favorable, 
had  for  several  years  been  in  this  country,  having  been 
brought  here  by  him  for  exhibit  at  the  Eucharistic  Con- 
gress in  Chicago.  For  the  Gutenberg  Bible  he  had  with 
the  Benedictine  Monastery  at  St.  Paul,  in  Carinthia,  a 
contract  of  purchase  entered  into  in  1926.  Doctor  Voll- 
behr— not  by  vocation  a dealer  in  books,  but  a retired 
scientist,  who,  after  an  accident,  had  been  exhorted  to 
take  up  “collecting”  as  a diversion — had  ambitions  for 
the  collection  quite  apart  from  considerations  of  profit 
to  himself,  although,  like  other  collectors,  a profit  to 
himself  through  a sale  of  it  was  a warrantable  expecta- 
tion. He  desired  to  see  it  remain  in  this  country,  the 
permanent  possession  of  some  research  library,  and 
preferably  the  Library  of  Congress.  As  time  elapsed  this 
latter  disposition  of  it  became  almost  an  obsession  with 
him,  accentuated  by  his  gift  to  us  of  two  special  collec- 
tions (one  of  printers’  marks,  one  of  woodcuts)  of  great 
scope  and  practical  value. 
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Representing  as  it  did  the  investment  of  practically 
his  entire  fortune,  the  collection  of  incunabula  could  not 
be  tendered  as  a gift.  He  conceived  the  idea,  however, 
that  some  American  citizen  might  contribute  one-half  the 
commercial  value  of  it  (which  he  then  without  the  Bible 
reckoned  at  $3,000,000)  ; in  which  case  he  professed 
willingness  to  forego  the  remaining  half. 

For  nearly  two  years,  assisted  by  admirers  of  the  col- 
lection, he  sought  such  a citizen.  By  last  autumn  the 
quest  had  failed,  and  the  collection  was  to  return  to 
Europe  to  be  auctioned  off.  On  December  3,  1929,  how- 
ever, Representative  Collins,  of  Mississippi,  introduced 
in  Congress  a bill  for  the  acquisition  of  it  through  special 
appropriation,  describing  it,  howev^er,  as  consisting  of 
4,500  items  (for  he  included  1,500  upon  which  Doctor 
Vollbehr  had  merely  an  option)  plus  the  vellum  copy  of 
the  Gutenberg,  for  which  Doctor  Vollbehr  was  under 
contract  to  pay  a sum  which,  including  interest,  services, 
and  export  duty,  would  exceed  $300,000. 

Incidentally,  the  bill  proposed  that  when  placed  in 
the  Library  the  collection  should  be  known  as  the 
Herbert  Putnam  Collection  of  Incunabula. 

Quite  irrespective  of  the  embarrassing  compliment  to 
me  which  I regarded  as  but  a friendly  gesture  on  the 
part  of  a legislator  warmly  interested  in  the  Library, 
such  a proposal  caused  me  consternation.  I feared  its 
effect  not  merely  upon  my  general  repute  with  Congress 
for  moderation  but  upon  recommendations  then  pend- 
ing, including  the  regular  appropriation  bills  and  a bill 
to  authorize  an  expenditure  of  over  $6,000,000  for  the 
construction  of  the  Annex.  I felt,  therefore,  obliged  not 
merely  to  abstain  from  any  advocacy  of  the  measure  but 
to  keep  entirely  aloof  from  the  discussion  upon  it,  save 
to  recognize  the  extraordinary  interest  of  the  material, 
to  agree  that  the  possession  of  it  by  the  Library  would 
greatly  enhance  its  prestige  and  abilities,  and  to  concede 
that  the  acquisition  of  it  by  Congress  upon  its  own  initia- 
tive would  greatly  impress  the  world  of  culture,  and 
would  favorably  influence  many  a collector  of  rarities 
to  choose  the  Library  as  the  donee  or  legatee  of  them. 
This  attitude  I preserved  until  the  passage  of  the  bill  by 
the  House. 

Mr.  Collins  persisted,  and  speedily  brought  to  the  sup- 
port of  his  bill  not  merely  a considerable  interest  among 
his  colleagues  but  a “public  opinion”  expressed  in  the 
press  and  in  numerous  letters,  not  merely  from  people 
with  passion  for  the  rare  and  curious  but  from  citizens  at 
large  whose  sentiment  and  emotion  seemed  to  be  stirred 
by  the  prospect  that  our  Congress  might  by  its  enactment 
demonstrate  a sensibility  to  “things  cultural”  with  which 
neither  it  nor  our  country  is  habitually  credited. 

The  volume  and  intensity  of  this  opinion  was  increased 
by  a speech  of  Mr.  Collins  in  the  House  on  February  7, 
of  which  copies  were  widely  diffused.  On  March  10  a 
hearing  upon  the  bill  was  given  by  the  Committee  on 
the  Library  (to  which  it  had  been  referred)  at  which 
numerous  librarians,  bibliographers,  and  other  experts 
testified  to  the  significance  of  the  collection  and  of  incu- 
nabula in  general,  and  expressed  enthusiasm  for  the 
acquisition.  On  June  4 the  bill  (revised,  simplified,  and 
omitting  the  reference  to  myself)  was  reported,  but  with- 


out recommendation,  and  with  a statement  carefully 
balanced  between  appreciation  of  the  merits  of  the  col- 
lection and  the  perils  in  prospect  through  the  initiation 
of  what  seemed  a new  policy  in  the  expenditure  of 
Government  funds  for  projects  purely  “cultural.”  On 
June  9 the  bill  was,  upon  motion  of  the  leader  of  the 
Republican  majority  (Representative  Tilson),  called  up 
under  suspension  of  the  rules,  and  passed,  with  only  inci- 
dental comment.  On  June  16  I appeared  before  the 
Senate  committee  in  definite  support  of  it,  explaining 
my  own  earlier  hesitations,  a portion  of  which  had  been 
quieted  by  the  enactment  of  the  appropriation  bill,  and 
(on  June  9)  of  the  bill  to  provide  for  our  annex  build- 
ing ; and  submitting  my  opinion  that  the  failure  of  the 
Collins  bill,  especially  if  ascribed  to  the  indifference  of 
the  Library  Committee  and  the  Librarian,  would  be  a 
calamity. 

On  June  18  the  committee  reported  on  the  bill  with  a 
favoring  recommendation.  On  June  24  it  was  passed  by 
unanimous  consent. 

Owing  to  the  legislative  congestion  it  was  not,  how- 
ever, actually  approved  by  the  President  until  the  final 
day  of  the  session,  July  3,  on  which  day  also  the  final 
deficiency  bill  became  law,  carrying  the  requisite 
appropriation. 

The  3,000  items  constituting  the  main  collection  be- 
ing already  in  this  country  were  susceptible  of  prompt 
delivery  to  us,  subject  only  to  release  of  certain  claims 
against  Doctor  Vollbehr  which  constituted  a lien  upon 
them.  By  July  15  all  were  cleared  and  under  our  roof, 
awaiting  only  the  check  of  them  with  his  catalogue,  al- 
ready in  our  possession.  The  Gutenberg  Bible  was  still 
at  the  Monastery  of  St.  Paul  (in  Austria)  awaiting  pay- 
ment by  Doctor  Vollbehr  of  the  final  installments  of  the 
purchase  price  ($250,000)  which,  with  interest  since 
1926,  the  export  duty  ($25,000),  and  certain  other 
charges  amounted  then  to  approximately  $325,000.  A 
month  later,  with  the  aid  (rendered  through  the  Ameri- 
can Legation  at  Vienna)  of  advances  by  the  Library 
upon  its  own  transaction  with  him.  Doctor  Vollbehr  was 
enabled  to  free  the  three  volumes  from  any  further 
claim  of  the  monastery,  and  on  August  16  delivered 
them  to  the  American  minister,  who  accepted  them  in 
our  behalf,  later  forwarding  them  by  a special  courier 
to  our  embassy  in  Paris  whence  in  turn  a special  courier 
delivered  them  to  me  on  the  deck  of  the  Leviathan  at 
Cherbourg. 

By  the  3d  of  September  they  also  were  safely  within  the 
walls  of  the  Library  at  Washington. 

Putnam’s  claim  to  optimism  and  philosophy  of 
assurance  seemed  thoroughly  justified.  Endow- 
ments were  encouraged  and  gratefully  received; 
new  divisions  were  established;  in  1931  positive 
action  was  taken  to  benefit  the  blind;  chairs  and 
consultantships  were  increased.  Thus  the  eminent 
historian  James  Truslow  Adams  penned  this  trib- 
ute to  the  Library  of  Congress  in  his  Epilogue  to 
The  Epic  of  America,  published  in  1931  (Boston: 
Little,  Brown,  and  Go.)  : 
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The  foundation  established  by  Gertrude  Clarke  Whittall 
(1867—1965)  provides  funds  for  chamber  music  concerts 
played  on  the  Stradivari  instruments  she  presented  to 
the  Library. 

Like  the  country  roads,  our  whole  national  life  is  yet 
cluttered  up  with  the  disorderly  remnants  of  our  frontier 
experience,  and  all  help  should  be  given  to  those  who 
are  honestly  trying  to  clean  up  either  the  one  or  the 
other.  But  the  frontier  also  left  us  our  American  dream, 
which  is  being  wrought  out  in  many  hearts  and  many 
institutions. 

Among  the  latter  I often  think  that  the  one  which  best 
exemplifies  the  dream  is  the  greatest  library  in  this  land 
of  libraries,  the  Library  of  Congress.  . . . 

The  Library  of  Congress  . . . has  come  straight  from 
the  heart  of  democracy,  as  it  has  been  taken  to  it,  and 
I here  use  it  as  a symbol  of  what  democracy  can  accom- 
plish on  its  own  behalf.  Many  have  made  gifts  to  it,  but 
it  was  created  by  ourselves  through  Congress,  which  has 
steadily  and  increasingly  shown  itself  generous  and  un- 
derstanding toward  it.  Founded  and  built  by  the  people, 
it  is  for  the  people.  Anyone  who  has  used  the  great  col- 
lections of  Europe,  with  their  restrictions  and  red  tape 
and  difficulty  of  access,  praises  God  for  American  de- 
mocracy when  he  enters  the  stacks  of  the  Library  of 
Congress. 


But  there  is  more  to  the  Library  of  Congress  for  the 
American  dream  than  merely  the  wise  appropriation  of 
public  money.  There  is  the  public  itself,  in  two  of  its 
aspects.  The  Library  of  Congress  could  not  have  become 
what  it  is  to-day,  with  all  the  generous  aid  of  Congress, 
without  such  a citizen  as  Dr.  Herbert  Putnam  at  the 
directing  head  of  it.  He  and  his  staff  have  devoted  their 
lives  to  making  the  four  million  and  more  books  and 
pamphlets  serve  the  public  to  a degree  that  cannot  be 
approached  by  any  similar  great  institution  in  the  Old 
World.  Then  there  is  the  public  that  uses  these  facilities. 
As  one  looks  down  on  the  general  reading  room,  which 
alone  contains  ten  thousand  volumes  which  may  be  read 
without  even  the  asking,  one  sees  the  seats  filled  with 
silent  readers,  old  and  young,  rich  and  poor,  black  and 
white,  the  executive  and  the  laborer,  the  general  and  the 
private,  the  noted  scholar  and  the  schoolboy,  all  reading 
at  their  own  library  provided  by  their  own  democracy.  It 
has  always  seemed  to  me  to  be  a perfect  working  out  in 
a concrete  example  of  the  American  dream — the  means 
provided  by  the  accumulated  resources  of  the  people 
themselves,  a public  intelligent  enough  to  use  them,  and 
men  of  high  distinction,  themselves  a part  of  the  great 
democracy,  devoting  themselves  to  the  good  of  the  whole, 
uncloistered.  (Mearns,  The  Story  up  to  Now;  pp. 
217-18) 

In  1935  a sprightly  little  lady,  emulating  but 
not  imitating  Mrs.  Coolidge,  approached  the  Li- 
brarian directly  and  offered  a dazzling  gift:  two 
violins,  a viola,  and  a violoncello,  all  made  by 
Antonio  Stradivari  and  each  one  accompanied  by 
a bow  crafted  by  Frangois  Tourte.  They  were 
promptly  accepted,  as  were  a third  Stradivari  vio- 
lin and  a fifth  Tourte  bow  in  the  following  year, 
plus  an  endowment  to  ensure  their  preservation, 
care,  and  use.  The  donor  was  Mrs.  Gertrude 
Clarke  Whittall  (1867-1965),  whose  intense  en- 
thusiasm for  chamber  music  led  her  to  this  splen- 
did exercise  in  generosity.  Indeed,  she  did  far 
more.  In  1937  she  provided  the  means  to  con- 
struct the  Whittall  Pavilion  as  the  permanent 
home  of  the  Strads  and  from  time  to  time  aug- 
mented her  endowment.  Her  benefactions  con- 
tinued long  after  Putnam’s  retirement  and  death, 
but  they  were  initiated  during  his  most  fruitful 
administration.  He  had  a way  with  donors,  male 
or  female,  which  was  irresistible. 

As  his  term  in  office  was  drawing  to  a close  Put- 
nam had  still  another  occasion  to  prepare  a room, 
designed  for  a specific  purpose  by  Paul  Cret.  The 
Librarian  announced  it,  in  his  annual  report  for 
1938,  in  words  that  showed  its  provenance:  “On 
the  further  wall  of  the  reading  space  a tablet 
recognizes  the  contributory  relation  with  its  pros- 
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pective  collection  and  service,  of  the  Hispanic 
Society  of  America,  through  its  President,  Mr. 
Archer  M.  Huntington.”  This  legend  is  engraved 
on  the  tablet: 


The  Hispanic  Foundation 
In 

The  Library  of  Congress 
This  Center 

For  the  Pursuit  of  Studies 

In  Spanish,  Portuguese  and  Latin-American  Culture 
Has  Been  Established 
With  the  Generous  Cooperation  of 
The  Hispanic  Society  of  America 
In  Extension 

Of  Its  Service  to  Learning 

And  in  his  report  Putnam  added : “With  its  appro- 
priate physical  features  and  its  remarkable  collec- 
tion (enhanced  through  the  Huntington  fund  and 
by  gifts  and  deposits  from  the  Hispanic  So- 
ciety . . . ) this  room  is  certain  not  merely  to  serve 
important  uses  and  to  have  wide  distinction,  but 
to  exercise  an  important  influence  upon  our  diplo- 
matic and  cultural  relations  with  the  communities 
represented.” 

Having  served  nearly  40  years,  with  a brilliant 
record  of  accomplishment  back  of  him,  Putnam 
rejected  an  enticing  proposal  to  write  his  auto- 
biography. Mearns  (in  Herbert  Putnam,  1861- 
1955  \ p.  91)  quotes  from  Putnam’s  letter  of  No- 
v^ember  18,  1938,  to  Col.  Theodore  Roosevelt  of 
Doubleday,  Doran  & Co. : “I  have  kept  no  rec- 
ords; and  I am  not  given  to  reminiscence,  my 
habitual  concern  having  been  always  of  today  or 
tomorrow  rather  than  of  yesterdays.”  The  world 
is  the  poorer  for  this  characteristic  decision. 

The  5th  of  April  1939  was  approaching,  and 
many  realized  the  significance  of  that  date.  One 
eminent  group,  the  American  Council  of  Learned 
Societies,  directed  by  Dr.  Waldo  GifTord  Leland 
and  then  located  in  Washington,  D.C.,  tendered 
Putnam  a festive  dinner  on  January  27  of  that 
year.  It  presented  to  him  a glowing  statement 
hailing  his  achievement  of  40  years  and  mention- 
ing the  fields  of  learning  and  culture  into  which 
he  had  guided  the  Library  to  preeminence.  In 
acknowledging  the  tribute  Putnam  opened  his  ap- 
preciative remarks  in  this  whimsical  fashion : 

I have  been  absorbed  in  the  recital,  awed  by  the 
amount  of  research  it  represents;  but  somewhat  dizzy 
from  the  elevation  to  which  it  exalts  me;  and  appre- 
hensiv^e.  At  such  a height  one’s  in  danger  of  losing  his 


equilibrium — his  sense  of  proportion  between  himself 
and  his  job,  the  job  and  the  universe.  There  was,  you 
remember,  Theudas,  who,  according  to  Gamaliel  [al- 
legedly the  teacher  of  the  Apostle  Paul;  see  Acts  5:34- 
36],  “boasted  that  he  was  somebody”;  and  came  a 
cropper. 

On  April  5 itself  the  Librarian’s  famous  and  ex- 
clusive Round  Table  proffered  him  a luncheon 
followed  by  a program  at  which  a bronze  bust  of 
the  Librarian,  sculpted  by  Brenda  Putnam,  was 
unveiled.  On  this  occasion,  too,  the  following  let- 
ter from  the  President  of  the  United  States  was 
read : 


The  White  House 
Washington 

My  dear  Dr.  Putnam: 


March  28,  1939. 


I wish  it  were  possible  for  me  to  be  with  my  friends 
of  the  “Round  Table”  on  April  fifth.  But  I expect  to  be 
away  from  Washington  at  that  time.  I do  want,  however, 
to  congratulate  you  on  the  fortieth  anniversary  of  your 
librarianship. 


The  completion  of  two  score  years  of  service  in  making 
the  great  resources  of  the  Library  of  Gongress  serve  the 
needs  of  the  American  people  is  an  event  of  outstanding 
importance.  Under  your  direction  our  national  library 
has  become  one  of  the  great  libraries  of  the  world. 

I think  Carlyle’s  saying  that  the  true  university  is  a 
collection  of  books  is  of  greater  force  today  than  when 
the  Sage  of  Chelsea  uttered  it.  I have  an  unshaken  con- 
viction that  democracy  can  never  be  undermined  if  we 
maintain  our  library  resources  and  a national  intelligence 
capable  of  utilizing  them. 

I believe  the  library  has  become  universal  in  scope 
and  national  in  service. 

Very  sincerely  yours, 
[signed]  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt 


Dr.  Herbert  Putnam 
Librarian  of  Congress 
Washington,  D.G. 

That  same  day,  April  5,  1939,  marked  the  offi- 
cial opening  of  the  Annex,  so  desperately  needed 
and  so  valiantly  struggled  for  by  the  soon-to-be- 
come  Librarian  Emeritus. 

The  fifth  of  April  had  come  and  gone,  and 
Herbert  Putnam  was  still  Librarian  of  Congress, 
albeit  unwillingly.  Nearly  a year  earlier,  on 
June  15,  1938,  he  had  written  to  President  Roose- 
velt: “I  shall  be  prepared  ‘on  or  after  July  1,’  to 
turn  over  the  administrative  duties  to  my  successor 
as  Librarian,  and  to  facilitate  his  entrance  upon 
them.”  Five  days  later  an  act  unique  in  the 
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Library’s  history  was  ajiproved  which  provided 
“that  upon  separation  from  the  service,  by  resigna- 
tion or  otherwise,  on  or  after  July  1,  . . . Herbert 
Putnam,  the  present  Librarian  of  Congress  . . . 
shall  become  Librarian  Emeritus,  with  such  duties 
as  the  President  of  the  United  States  may  pre- 
scribe, and  the  President  of  the  United  States  shall 
thereu{3on  appoint  his  successor.  . . 

No  action  was  taken,  and  on  March  27,  1939, 
the  Librarian  again  wrote  to  the  President:  “Un- 
der the  appended  act  and  my  immediate  assur- 
ances to  you,  my  retirement  to  the  office  of 
Librarian  Emeritus  and  the  nomination  of  my 
successor  as  Librarian  might  have  taken  place  on 
any  date  since  last  July.  Your  delay  in  proceeding 
under  it  has  been  a compliment  which  I have  ap- 
preciated, as  would  any  executive.  On  April  fifth, 
however,  I shall  have  completed  forty  years  of  my 
service  here.  If  by  then  you  are  prepared  to  name 
my  successor,  my  retirement  and  his  nomination  as 
of  that  date  would  seem  especially  appropriate  and 
welcome.”  This  prompted  President  Roosevelt,  on 
March  28,  to  send  the  following  reply:  “I  need 
not  tell  you  that  I have  been  glad  to  have  you  con- 
tinue in  such  fine  spirit  in  the  office  of  Librarian. 
And  I can  understand  your  wish  to  become  Li- 
brarian Emeritus  after  your  historic  years  of  service 
on  April  5thv  Llowever,  I cannot  fill  your  place  on 
that  date — principally  because  it  is  such  an  ex- 
tremely difficult  place  to  fill.  Therefore,  I must 
leave  it  to  your  good  judgment  either  to  stay  on 
for  a month  or  two  or  to  retire  and  let  your  first 
assistant  carry  on  until  such  time  as  I can  find  your 
successor.  I know  you  will  understand.”  {Herbert 
Putnam,  1861-1955;  pp.  91-92) 

The  President  did  not  long  delay  his  selection 
of  a new  Librarian.  On  June  7,  1939,  he  nomi- 
nated Archibald  MacLeish  to  that  position,  and 
the  Senate  confirmed  him  on  June  29.  Putnam 
officially  became  Librarian  Emeritus  of  Congress 
on  the  first  of  October  (Mearns,  The  Story  up  to 
Now,  ]3.  219).  He  retained  a private  office  in  the 
Main  Building,  came  to  the  Library  daily,  and 
generously  gave  sage  advice  and  counsel  to  all  who 
sought  him  out.  The  Library  of  Congress,  now 
more  than  seven  times  as  large  as  40  years  earlier, 
faced  a completely  new  era. 

The  Librarian’s  annual  report  for  1939  offered 
the  following  statistical  summary,  estimated,  of 
the  institution’s  holdings: 


Printed  books  and  pamphlets  5,  828,  126 
Maps  and  views  1,421,285 

Music  (volumes  and  pieces)  1,  221,  333 
Prints  (pieces)  548,622 

No  attempt  was  made  to  estimate  the  number  of 
manuscripts  in  the  Manuscripts  Division.  Perhaps 
it  could  only  be  guessed  at.  In  quantity  as  well  as 
quality  Putnam’s  40-year  administration  had  been 
impressively  productive. 

Two  more  encomiums  may  fittingly  be  inserted 
here.  On  April  5,  1939,  Justice  Felix  Frankfurter 
wrote  to  Putnam : “P  rom  the  viewpoint  of  ulti- 
mate contribution  to  the  enduring  values  of  civili- 
zation, I know  of  no  public  servant  who  has  con- 
tributed more  during  these  last  forty  years  than 
you  have.”  And  that  same  year  Wilhelm  Munthe, 
director  of  the  University  Library,  Oslo,  made 
this  statement  in  American  Librarianship  From  a 
European  Angle:  “To  me  the  Library  of  Congress 
is  like  a giant  orchestra,  in  which  each  member  is 
a virtuoso  or  a specialist  on  his  own  peculiar  in- 
strument. In  front  of  them  stands  that  little  musi- 
cal enchanter  who  directs  without  the  help  of  a 
baton — and  under  his  spell  they  produce  the 
world’s  most  remarkable  library  symphony” 
{American  Librarianship  [1939;  reprint  ed.,  Ham- 
den, Conn.:  Shoe  String  Press,  1964],  p.  95). 

Putnam  died  on  August  14,  1955,  at  Woods 
Hole,  Mass.,  at  the  age  of  nearly  94.  What  a mon- 
ument he  left  the  nation! 

The  title  of  this  little  appreciation  comes  from 
an  obituary  written  by  Jens  Christian  Bay  and 
published  in  Libri,  vol.  6,  no.  2,  1956.  What  kind 
of  a person  was  this  tallest  little  man  in  the  world, 
a phrase  which  so  appropriately  contrasts  his  men- 
tal and  spiritual  height  with  his  diminutive  stat- 
ure? I served  under  him  for  eight  years,  knew  him 
only  slightly,  saw  him  infrequently.  I knew  him 
somewhat  better  as  Librarian  Emeritus  than  as 
Librarian.  I revere  and  love  his  memory,  and  this 
affection  increases  with  each  passing  year. 

Let  us  turn  to  David  C.  Mearns  (in  Herbert 
Putnam,  1861-1955 ; p.  43  ff.)  once  more  for  some 
insight  into  Putnam  as  person. 

By  common  assent  Herbert  Putnam  was  a Patrician. 
. . . Certainly  there  was  a lofty,  Olympian  quality  in  his 
bearing.  . . . 

That  he  was  subjected  to  an  impenetrable  dignity 
cannot  be  denied.  He  possessed  no  gifts  for  glib  or  sud- 
den intimacy.  He  rarely  gave  or  asked  a confidence.  He 
kept  his  own  counsel.  His  emotions  were  indiscernible. 
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No  associate  ever  called  him  by  his  given  name.  . . . The 
vulgarities  of  slang,  he  dismissed  as  “F  Street”  language. 
He  was  temperate  in  all  things — passionately  temperate 
and  fastidious. 

But  it  were  foolish  to  think  of  him  as  being  cold,  and 
more  foolish  to  think  of  him  as  seeking  to  promote  that 
belief.  . . . 

Between  the  staff  and  Herbert  Putnam,  the  Librarian 
of  Congress  inter\^ened.  It  was  due  neither  to  indifference 
on  the  one  hand,  nor  to  diffidence  on  the  other.  It  was 
the  result  of  a carefully  cultivated  concept  that  the 
Library  was  invested  with  a composite  personality  of  all 
the  personalities  who  served  it.  . . . It  is  doubtful  that 
he  understood  these  forces,  separating  him  from  his  sub- 
ordinates. There  was  evidence  of  this  at  the  observance 
of  his  thirtieth  anniversary,  April  5,  1929,  when  he  com- 
posed an  encyclical; 

“The  encomiums  upon  me  personally  [he  wrote] 
went  so  far  that,  while  accepting  as  one  does,  the  sheer 
kindness  of  them  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  was  meant,  I 
was  obliged  to  protest  an  excess  which  I felt  to  be  ration- 
ally inadmissible.  It  consisted,  not  in  overpraise  of  the 
Library  in  what  it  has  become,  not  in  over-valuation  of 
its  aims,  not  even  in  a too-liberal  appraisal  of  the  serv- 
ices I have  rendered — but  in  a disproportinate  view 
of  my  function  in  relation  to  the  Library  as  an  organism. 

“The  protest  was  not  made  out  of  modesty  . . . but 
because  of  my  urgent  concern  that  the  personality  to  be 
considered  significant  is  the  personality  of  the  institu- 
tion itself,  of  which  the  personalities  of  the  staff,  including 
myself,  are  merely  components. 

“It  is,  I say,  that  embracing  personality  which  is  my 
main  concern.  It  must,  even  more  especially,  be  yours. 
For  though  I may  attempt  definitions  of  it,  and  from 
time  to  time  secure  resources  for  the  freer  realization  of 
it,  the  actual  development  of  it  rests  chiefly  with  you. 
The  major  task  will  be  yours;  and  the  will  for  it  must 
be  yours. 

“And  therefore,  in  sharing  with  you  the  commenda- 
tions of  these  days,  and  the  new  zests  which  they  inspire, 
let  me  ask  you  to  give  still  freer  exercise  to  those  qualities 
in  you  without  which,  in  spite  of  building,  books,  and 
apparatus,  the  Library  will  never  express  or  fulfill  its 
proper  nature. 

“And  I ask  it  of  you,  not  as  subordinates,  serving  under 
me,  but  as  associates,  serving  abreast  of  me.” 

There  was  no  condescension,  however  unconscious, 
in  this  exhortation;  it  was  addressed:  “To  my  Immedi- 
ate Family — All  Six  Hundred  of  You.”  On  the  contrary, 
there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that,  on  his  own  part, 
Herbert  Putnam  felt  a sense  of  close  kinship  with  his 
appointees.  . . . 

. . . He  was  venerated.  He  was  endowed  with  extraor- 
dinary gifts.  He  was  changeless  and  timeless.  . . . His 
actions  were  sometimes  inexplicable,  incredible,  inscru- 
table, but  there  was  confidence  in  his  wisdom,  in  his 
judgment,  in  his  foresightedness. 

He  was  stern.  He  exacted  the  highest  standards  of 
professional  and  personal  conduct.  . . . But  he  was  not 
unjust,  not  easily  provoked,  not  recklessly,  impetuously, 
incensed.  . . . 


Of  course,  the  staff’s  pride  in  him  was  inordinate: 
pride  in  his  urbanity,  suavity,  courage,  understanding, 
prescience.  There  was  pride  in  his  wit;  in  his  intellectual 
gaiety  and  exuberance.  . . . There  was  pride  in  his  elo- 
quence, his  idiom,  the  faultless  style  of  his  compositions. 

. . . The  Putnam  legacy  is  a wisp  of  grandeur. 

I cannot  resist  the  temptation  or  impulse  to  re- 
late the  incident  which  permanently  endeared  Put- 
nam to  me.  I had  a glimpse  of  the  man  which  few 
were  privileged  to  receive.  I cannot  document  the 
event  of  nearly  40  years  ago,  more’s  the  pity,  but 
I can  vouch  for  its  essential  truthfulness  and  how 
happy  it  made  me. 

Easter  Sunday  of  1939  fell  on  April  9.  On  that 
day  Marian  Anderson  sang  to  an  uncounted  mul- 
titude from  the  steps  of  the  Lincoln  Memorial.  It 
was  a triumphant  climax  of  right  over  prejudice, 
of  justice  over  injustice. 

Marian  Anderson  had  been  engaged  to  appear 
in  Constitution  Hall,  the  official  headquarters  of 
the  Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution.  How- 
ever, her  performance  was  canceled  by  the  DAR. 
There  was  a hue  and  cry  throughout  the  city  and 
the  country  from  those  who  appreciated  her  musi- 
cal and  artistic  achievements  and  the  significance 
of  her  efforts  to  obtain  social  equality  for  fellow 
members  of  her  race,  but  the  Daughters  of  the 
American  Revolution  stood  by  its  decision.  As  soon 
as  the  cancellation  was  firmly  announced,  arrange- 
ments were  made  for  Marian  Anderson  to  sing 
elsewhere — at  $5  per  ticket. 

At  that  time  Putnam  called  me  to  his  office, 
handed  me  a $20  bill,  and  instructed  me  to  obtain 
four  tickets  for  him.  I took  the  money  with  the 
greatest  pleasure  and  promised  to  execute  his 
errand  promptly.  Fortunately  for  all  concerned, 
the  very  next  day  it  was  announced  that  Marian 
Anderson  would  sing  free  in  front  of  the  Lincoln 
Memorial. 

I returned  the  $20  to  Putnam  immediately,  but 
as  I handed  him  the  money  I had  to  express  my 
own  deep  pleasure  and  satisfaction  in  his  desire 
to  support  Marian  Anderson  and  to  ally  himself 
with  the  protest.  His  reply  was  brief  and  simple — 
how  I wish  I could  remember  his  exact  words.  He 
said  that  he  was  highly  indignant  over  the  unfair 
stand  taken  by  the  Daughters  of  the  American 
Revolution  and  he  wished  to  participate  in  the 
only  way  he  could  to  see  that  justice  was  done. 

It  was  indeed  a privilege  to  serve  abreast  of 
Herbert  Putnam. 
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The  Poef  Librarian 

by  Nancy  L.  Benco 


Archibald  MacLeish,  poet,  playwright,  journalist, 
teacher,  lawyer,  and  government  official,  served  as 
Librarian  of  Congress  from  1939  to  1944.  In  his 
brief  tenure,  he  instituted  an  administrative  reor- 
ganization that  affected  virtually  every  operation 
and  every  employee  of  the  Library.  The  moderniza- 
tion helped  the  Library  survive  the  severe  disrup- 
tions in  services  and  personnel  which  occurred  at 
the  outbreak  of  the  Second  World  War.  As  a lead- 
ing spokesman  in  the  fight  for  democracy  and  as  a 
distinguished  poet,  he  brought  to  the  Library  an 
intellectual  and  cultural  recognition  it  had  not 
known  before. 

Archibald  MacLeish  was  born  on  May  7,  1892,  in 
Glencoe,  111.,  the  son  of  a Scottish  merchant  who 
had  settled  in  Chicago  in  1856.  Andrew  MacLeish 
was  for  40  years  manager  of  the  retail  store  he  had 
founded  for  Carson,  Pirie,  Scott  & Company.  As  a 
founder  and  trustee  of  the  University  of  Chicago 
and  several  other  schools,  he  exerted  a strong  in- 
fluence on  the  city’s  educational  development.  Mac- 
Leish’s  mother,  Martha  Hillard,  the  daughter  of  a 
Connecticut  Congregational  minister,  was  a Vassar 
graduate  and  instructor.  She  became  president  of 
Rockford  College  in  Rockford,  111.,  while  still  in  her 
twenties.  After  her  marriage  in  1888,  Mrs.  Mac- 


Leish worked  for  many  years  with  the  Woman’s  For- 
eign Mission  Society  in  Chicago  and  with  many 
other  public  service  organizations,  educational  and 
social,  including  particularly  Hull  House. ^ 

MacLeish  grew  up  at  Craigie  Lea,  the  family 
place  on  Lake  Michigan.  At  a young  age  he  left  the 
Midwest  to  study  at  Hotchkiss  preparatory  school 
in  Connecticut.  In  1911  he  entered  Yale,  where  he 
began  a lifelong  pattern  of  doing  many  different 
things  well.  He  wrote  poems  and  prose  for  the  Yale 
literary  magazine,  which  he  eventually  edited, 
played  football  and  water  polo,  delivered  the  class 
poem,  and  earned  a Phi  Beta  Kappa  key.  After  his 
graduation,  he  went  to  Harvard  Law  School.  Dur- 
ing World  War  I he  enlisted  in  the  army  as  a pri- 
vate, served  with  the  field  artillery  in  France,  and 
was  discharged  two  years  later  as  a captain.  He  re- 
turned to  law  school,  where  he  was  an  editor  of 

Archibald  MacLeish  during  his  first  year  as  Librarian  of 
Congress.  Washington  Press-Photo  Bureau,  Washington, 
D.C.  LC-W26-1531-3 
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the  Harvard  Law  Review,  and  graduated  in  1919 
with  the  Fay  Diploma. 

In  1920  while  teaching  part-time  at  Harvard,  he 
joined  the  Boston  law  firm  of  Choate,  Hall  & Stew- 
art and  practiced  law  for  three  years,  gaining  a 
reputation  as  a successful  trial  lawyer.  His  law  work, 
however,  left  him  no  time  to  write  the  poems  he 
wanted  to  write,  and  in  1923  he  quit  the  law  and 
went  to  Paris  with  his  wife,  Ada,  a Connecticut  girl 
and  a singer  whom  he  had  married  in  1916,  and 
their  two  small  children.^  For  the  next  five  years  he 
read  and  wrote,  publishing  several  collections  of 
verse,  among  them  The  Happy  Marriage  and  Other 
Poems  ( 1924) , The  Pot  of  Earth  ( 1925) , The  Ham- 
let of  A.  MacLeish  (1928),  and  New  Found  Land 
(1930).  While  living  on  the  Left  Bank,  he  estab- 
lished close  ties  with  Ernest  Hemingway,  John 
Dos  Passos,  and  other  young  Americans  writing  in 
France  in  the  1920’s.  During  this  period  he  traveled 
to  Persia  with  a League  of  Nations  mission  and,  on 
his  return  to  the  United  States  in  1929,  to  Mexico, 
where  he  followed  the  route  of  Cortez’  army  in 
preparation  for  writing  his  narrative  poem  Conquis- 
tador, which  won  a Pulitzer  Prize  (1932). 

In  the  United  States  he  and  his  family  settled  on 
a farm  in  Conway  in  the  Hoosac  Hills  of  Massachu- 
setts. As  the  Great  Depression  deepened,  MacLeish’s 
friend  Henry  Luce  invited  him  to  join  the  staff  of 
Fortune  magazine,  which,  ironically  had  begun  pub- 
lication on  the  eve  of  the  crash  of  1929.  MacLeish 
accepted  and  worked  at  Fortune  for  nine  years, 
writing  articles  on  political,  social,  and  cultural  sub- 
jects. His  research  took  him  across  America  and  to 
Europe,  South  America,  and  Japan.  In  an  amiable 
arrangement  with  Luce,  he  worked  on  the  maga- 
zine long  enough  each  year  to  pay  his  bills  and  then 
went  back  to  Conway  to  his  own  writing.  Much  of 
the  poetry  and  drama  which  he  produced  during 
this  period  was  concerned  with  political  and  social 
issues:  Public  Speech  (1936),  a volume  of  verse. 
The  Fall  of  the  City  (1937),  a verse  play  for  radio. 
Air  Raid  (1938),  also  a verse  play  for  radio.  Fres- 
coes for  Mr.  Rockefellers  City  (1933),  a collection 
of  verse,  and  Panic  (1935),  a verse  play.  Politically 
a liberal,  MacLeish,  along  with  other  American 
writers  (notably  Hemingway),  supported  the  Loy- 
alist cause  against  the  Fascist  coup  in  Spain.  Eventu- 
ally, as  Fortune’s  character  changed,  MacLeish  grew 
restless  and  in  1938  he  accepted  President  James  B. 
Conant  s invitation  to  set  up  the  Nieman  Founda- 


tion for  journalism  at  Harvard. 

MacLeish  met  Franklin  Roosevelt  early  in  his  first 
term  and  shortly  thereafter  took  Luce  to  the  White 
House. ^ For  the  December  1933  issue  of  Fortune, 
MacLeish  wrote  a lengthy  and  laudatory  article 
on  the  President’s  New  Deal  program.  Later  he  and 
another  writer,  Robert  Sherwood,  called  on  the  Pres- 
ident to  protest  the  American  failure  to  support  the 
Spanish  government.  On  December  15,  1938, 
Roosevelt  summoned  MacLeish,  professors  Felix 
Frankfurter  and  Samuel  Morison,  librarians  Ran- 
dolph G.  Adams  and  Julian  Boyd,  and  other  promi- 
nent scholars  to  a White  House  luncheon  to  discuss 
the  President’s  plans  for  a library  at  Hyde  Park.  It 
was  reported  at  the  meeting  that  “Dr.  Adams  had 
remarked  to  Dr.  Boyd  on  the  astonishing  absence  of 
the  Librarian  of  Congress,  and  Dr.  Boyd  had  replied 
that  in  his  opinion  the  prospective  holder  of  that 
august  place  must  be  present  in  the  room.”  ^ 

Speculation  over  the  post  had  been  growing  since 
Herbert  Putnam,  after  40  years  as  Librarian,  an- 
nounced in  the  summer  of  1938  his  plans  to  retire 
as  soon  as  a successor  was  chosen.  Eager  for  a voice 
in  the  decision,  the  American  Library  Association 
immediately  began  making  strenuous,  but  ultimately 
unsuccessful,  efforts  to  consult  with  Roosevelt.  Its 
requests  for  meetings  with  the  President  were  de- 
nied. In  December  the  association  submitted,  unso- 
licited, the  name  of  its  executive  secretary  Carl  H. 
Milam.  Milam’s  candidacy,  how^ever,  was  never 
publicly  announced.®  John  Vance,  law  librarian  at 
the  Library  of  Congress,  had  announced  his  own 
candidacy  without  ALA’s  support. 

Roosevelt  was  looking  for  his  own  man,  someone 
outside  the  library  profession.  In  the  spring  of  1939 
he  sent  a memorandum  to  Felix  Frankfurter,  whom 
he  recently  had  appointed  to  the  Supreme  Court, 
asking  for  help  in  the  matter : 

I have  had  a bad  time  picking  a Librarian  to  succeed 
Putnam.  What  would  you  think  of  Archie  MacLeish?  He 
is  not  a professional  Librarian  nor  is  he  a special  student 
of  incunabula  or  ancient  manuscripts.  Nevertheless,  he  has 
lots  of  qualifications  that  said  specialists  have  not. 

What  do  you  think?  You  might  consult  with  Sam  Mori- 
son and  any  other  Twentieth  Century  minds  you  think 
useful.  I assume  you  will  not  revert  to  the  Nineteenth  Cen- 
tury'’ in  making  your  recommendation ! ® 

Frankfurter  thought  that  MacLeish  was  an  excel- 
lent choice  for  the  Library.  He  had  known  the 
writer  “in  his  various  manifestations”  for  nearly  25 
years.  MacLeish  had  studied  law  under  Frankfurter 
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at  Harvard,  had  solicited  articles  from  him  for  For- 
tune, and  in  1939  was  editing  a collection  of  Frank- 
furter’s writings  for  publication.  The  friendship  be- 
tween Frankfurter  and  MacLeish,  as  evidenced  by 
their  correspondence  in  the  Library  of  Congress 
manuscript  collections,  remained  close  until  Frank- 
furter’s death  in  1965.  In  his  May  11  letter  to 
Roosevelt,  Frankfurter  described  his  concept  of  the 
librarianship  as  a cultural  and  intellectual  position  ; 

What  is  wanted  in  the  directing  head  of  a great  library 
are  imaginative  energy  and  vision.  He  should  be  a man 
who  knows  books,  loves  books  and  makes  books.  If  he  has 
these  three  qualities  the  craftsmanship  of  the  librarian’s 
calling  is  an  easily  acquired  quality.  But  only  a scholarly 
man  of  letters  can  make  a great  national  library  a general 
place  of  habitation  for  scholars,  because  he  alone  really 
understands  the  wants  of  scholars.  . . . 

He  [MacLeish]  unites  in  himself  qualities  seldom  found 
in  combination — those  of  the  hard-headed  lawyer  with 
the  sympathetic  imagination  of  the  poet,  the  independent 


thinker  and  the  charming  “mixer.”  He  would  bring  to 
the  Librarianship  intellectual  distinction,  cultural  recog- 
nition the  world  over,  a persuasive  personality  and  a deli- 
cacy of  touch  in  dealing  with  others,  and  creative  energy 
in  making  the  Library  of  Congress  the  great  center  of  the 
cultural  resources  of  the  Nation  in  the  technological  set- 
ting of  our  time.’ 

Frankfurter  sent  a copy  of  his  letter  to  MacLeish 
and  urged  him  to  accept.  In  a lengthy  reply  on  May 
15,  the  poet  explained  why  he  could  not  take  the 
job.  He  needed,  he  said,  long  periods  of  free  time  to 


On  May  28,  1939,  MacLeish  wrote  to  President  Roosevelt 
declining  the  offer  of  the  Librarianship  of  Congress.  Four 
days  later,  after  a second  visit  to  the  White  House  to  dis- 
cuss the  matter,  MacLeish  reconsidered  and  wrote  Roose- 
velt: “/  should  be  very  proud  indeed  to  serve  as  director 
of  the  Congressional  Library  should  you  wish  to  name  me.’’ 
The  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt  Library. 
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write,  and  for  this  reason  he  had,  with  a great  deal 
of  personal  suffering,  given  up  law  practice  and  his 
editorship  at  Fortune.  He  told  Frankfurter:  “I  un- 
derstand . . . your  enthusiasm  for  a non-technical 
librarian  as  head  of  that  great  library,  but  even 
such  a man  would  have  to  give  a close  and  almost 
day-by-day  attention  to  the  library.  ...  As  it  is,  I 
have  never  wanted  to  write  as  much  as  I do  at  the 
moment  and  have  never  had  so  many  things  which 
demanded  to  be  written.  I am  afraid  they  would 
never  be  written  in  the  Library  of  Congress  or  with 
the  Library  of  Congress  as  the  principal  interest  in 
my  life.”  ® 

They  were  prophetic  words;  for  during  the  years 
he  served  as  Librarian,  MacLeish  wrote  only  one 
poem.  The  frustration  he  frequently  felt  was  ex- 
pressed in  his  correspondence  over  the  next  five 


years.  Nevertheless,  he  did  write  numerous  speeches, 
articles,  and  radio  scripts  as  Librarian. 

At  Frankfurter’s  urging,  the  poet  traveled  to 
Washington  on  May  23  to  discuss  the  appointment 
with  the  President,  but  still  uncommitted,  he  re- 
turned to  Conway  to  talk  the  matter  over  with  his 
wife.  On  May  28  he  wrote  to  Roosevelt  declining 
the  offer.  The  Librarianship,  he  said,  was  not  a 
task  which  “a  man  with  an  art  to  practice  could 
fairly  undertake.”  Moreover,  he  wrote,  “the  job  is 
pretty  much  a permanent  job.  A man  would  hardly 
be  much  good  at  it  for  three  or  four  years  and  it 
would  be  unfair  of  him  to  leave  until  he  had  passed 
his  apprenticeship  and  served  for  many  years  there- 
after. I should  therefore  feel,  in  taking  it,  that  I have 
given  up  my  own  work  pretty  much  for  the  rest  of 
my  life.”  ® 
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A few  days  later  MacLeish  was  invited  back  to 
the  White  House  and  this  time  the  President  was 
able  to  convince  the  poet  to  accept  the  appoint- 
ment. In  a four-page,  handwritten  letter  dated  June 
1,  MacLeish  told  Roosevelt: 

The  question  which  troubled  me  when  you  first  told  me 
what  you  had  in  mind — the  question,  that  is,  of  time 
in  which  to  continue  my  own  writing — touched  me  even 
more  as  I realized  more  clearly  the  great  responsibil- 
ity of  the  position  of  which  you  spoke  and  the  great  im- 
portance of  the  work  which  might  be  done  in  it.  I am 
assured,  however,  by  those  in  whose  judgment  I trust 
that  time  undoubtedly  could  be  found.  I am  therefore  writ- 
ing you  now  to  say  that  I should  be  very  proud  indeed 
to  serve  as  director  of  the  Congressional  Library  should 
you  wish  to  name  me.  The  place  is,  of  course,  one  any 
man  might  be  proud  to  have.  And  it  would  be  a great 
delight  to  me  to  feel  that  I could  be  of  service  to  you:  a 
very  great  delight.^ 

Roosevelt’s  response  was  one  of  decided  relief.  In 
a manner  typical  of  much  of  the  subsequent  Roose- 
velt-MacLeish  correspondence,  the  President  replied 
in  a jocular  vein: 

It  is  one  of  those  curious  facts  that  when  I got  your  first 
letter  I took  to  my  bed  with  a severe  attack  of  indigestion — 
and  that  when  your  second  letter  came  I found  myself  able 
to  rise  and  resume  my  normal  life.  . . . 

It  is  perfectly  all  right  about  your  taking  office  after  the 
Summer  is  over — say  the  end  of  September  or  the  first  of 
October.  And  I am  also  very  clear  that  you  will  be  able  ' 
to  take  “time  off”  for  writing,  especially  if  you  like  travel 
to  distant  parts  where  you  could  also  improve  your 
knowledge  of  ancient  literature.  For  example,  as  Librarian 
of  Congress,  you  should  become  thoroughly  familiar  with 
the  inscriptions  on  the  stone  monuments  of  Easter  Is- 
land— especially  in  their  relationship  to  similar  sign  writing 
alleged  to  exist  on  ancient  sheepskins  in  some  of  the  remoter 
lamaseries  of  Tibet.  If  you  go  on  such  a trip  I would  like 
to  go  along  as  cabin  boy  and  will  guarantee  that  I will  not 
interrupt  the  Muse  when  she  is  flirting  with  you ! 

At  the  end  of  a press  conference  on  June  6,  Roose- 
velt announced  his  nomination  of  MacLeish  as  Li- 
brarian. The  President  told  newsmen  that  although 
the  post  had  been  difficult  to  fill  because  of  its  many 
requirements,  he  had  found  what  he  wanted  in 
MacLeish — “a  gentleman  and  a scholar  . . . who, 
in  every  nation  of  the  world,  would  be  known  as 
such.”  12 

The  announcement  launched  a storm  of  contro- 
versy. The  following  day  in  Congress,  Representa- 
tive J.  Parnell  Thomas  accused  MacLeish  of  being 
a “fellow  traveler”  of  the  Communist  party.  His  al- 
legations, based  on  the  poet’s  participation  in  1937 
in  the  leftist-dominated  Second  American  Writers 


Congress,  were  subsequently  denied  by  MacLeish  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  Senate  Library  Committee. 

That  same  day  ALA  president  Dr.  Milton  J.  Fer- 
guson sent  telegrams  to  librarians  across  the  country 
urging  them  to  oppose  confirmation.  In  a statement 
to  the  press,  he  charged  that  MacLeish  lacked  the 
necessary  training  and  experience  to  direct  the  larg- 
est library  in  the  world.  “I  have  the  highest  regard 
for  Mr.  MacLeish  as  a poet,”  he  said,  “but  I should 
no  more  think  of  him  as  librarian  of  Congress  than 
as  chief  engineer  of  a new  Brooklyn  Bridge.”  i® 


President  Roosevelt  responded  enthusiastically  to  Mac- 
Leish’s  acceptance  of  the  Librarians  hip.  In  his  letter  dated 
June  6 the  President  assured  MacLeish  that  he  would  ‘‘he 
able  to  take  ‘time  off’  for  writing.”  Lent  to  the  Library  for 
reproduction  purposes  by  Archibald  MacLeish. 


THE  WHITE  HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 


June  6,  1939, 


Bear  Arc&ie  IJacLeliB.;*- 

It  is  one  oi  those  ouEious  facta 
that  whm  I cot  your  first  letter  I 'took  .to  ay  bed 
with  a severe  attack  of  InOigestion  aaia^tbat 
when  your  secoiici  letter  crane  I^fouad  myself  ab,ie 
to  rise  and  resieae  wy  normal  life. 

You  make  lae  veif  happy  aiid  the 
nomination  will  co  to  the  Seaiato  in  b days, 

I will  take  care" of  the  matter  of  approval  by 
the  deriators  froa  your  State, 

It  la  perfectly  all  right  aboiit 
your  takinc  office  after  the  S'lHaaer  is  over  ~ 
say  the  end  of  Septeiiber  or,  the  first  of  October. 
Aad  I also  very  clear  that  you  will  be  able 
to  take  '’time  off » for  writing,  especially  if 
you  like  travel  to  dletent  parte  where  you  could 
also  imorove  your  knowledge  of  anolent  literature, 
for  example,  as  bibraxian  of  Congress,  you  sbo’old 
become  thoroughly  familiar  with  the  Inscriptions 
on  the  stone  ffionuments  of  Easter  Island  es- 
pecially in  their  relatloiiship  to  siieilar  sign 
'writing  allegea  to  exist  on  aiicieht  ^sheepskins  ^ 
in  mome  of  the  remoter  lamaseries  of  Tibet.  If 
you  go  on  such  & trip  I wourd  like  to  go ^ along 
BM  cabin  boy  and  will  gusnuitee  that.  I will^  not 
interrupt  the  Muse  when  she  is  flirting:  with  youi 


Ae  ever  yours. 


Ax  eh Ibal d Mache i sh , Esc., 
Farmirigton,, 

Co  line  cti  out. 
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The  protest  gathered  strength  at  ALA’s  annual 
conference  which  opened  on  June  18  in  San  Fran- 
cisco. At  the  first  general  session,  librarians  by  an 
overwhelming  vote  endorsed  a letter  sent  by  the 
association  council  a few  days  earlier  to  the  Presi- 
dent, the  Vice  President,  and  the  Senate.  The  let- 
ter charged  that  MacLeish’s  confirmation  “would  be 
a calamity.”  It  continued: 

Mr.  MacLeish  could  not  qualify  for  the  librarianship 
of  any  college  or  public  library  in  America  which  attempts 
to  maintain  professional  standards.  . . . He  most  cer- 
tainly is  not  qualified  to  be  the  librarian  of  the  largest 
and  most  important  library  in  the  world. 

The  administration  of  the  Library  of  Congress  is  not  a 
simple  task  which  can  be  learned  quickly.  It  is  complex 
and  highly  professional.  . . . The  appointment  of  a man 
as  a figurehead  would  do  no  honor  to  the  appointee.  It 
would,  however,  be  a denial  of  the  value  of  professional 
training  and  experience.^^ 

More  than  1,400  librarians  protested  the  nomina- 
tion through  petitions  forwarded  to  the  Senate  Li- 
brary Committee. 

Although  ALA  claimed  that  it  represented  90 
percent  of  the  profession,  many  librarians  gave  their 
support  to  MacLeish.  Members  of  the  New  York 
Public  Library  staff  association  and  the  Metropoli- 
tan Library  Council  urged  immediate  confirmation. 
M.  Llewellyn  Raney,  director  of  the  University  of 
Chicago  Libraries,  denounced  ALA’s  campaign  as 
“irregularly  launched,  and  marked  with  such  per- 
sistence and  intolerance  as  to  awaken  the  resentment 
in  Washington  and  revulsion  among  the  soberer, 
scholarly  element  at  San  Francisco.” 

The  controversy  spread  into  the  public  press, 
where  opinion  was  similarly  divided.  In  an  editorial 
entitled  “A  Shocking  Nomination,”  the  New  York 
Herald  Tribune  on  June  9 charged  that  MacLeish 
was  “completely  unequipped”  for  the  post.  The  New 
York  Sun  on  June  10  claimed  that  the  nomination 
was  “the  eccentric  favoring  of  a personal  friend  of 
Mr.  Roosevelt.”  Supporting  MacLeish  in  two  edi- 
torials, the  Boston  Herald  on  June  10  contended 
that  noncareer  librarians  like  Putnam  and  John  Rus- 
sell Young  had  “made  more  enduring  contributions 
to  library  administration  and  upbuilding  than  the 
career  men.”  The  Boston  Daily  Globe  on  June  8 
predicted  that  with  MacLeish  as  Librarian,  the 
work  may  be  expected  to  extend  in  directions  not 
yet  guessed.” 

On  June  20  the  Senate  Library  Committee,  which 
had  met  informally  with  MacLeish  and  an  ALA 


delegation,  voted  unanimously  to  recommend  con- 
firmation. Following  a two-hour  debate  on  June  29, 
the  Senate  overwhelmingly  approved  the  nomina- 
tion by  a 63  to  8 vote.  Two  days  later  a New  York 
Times  editorial  noted  that  the  vote  accurately  re- 
flected the  small  proportion  of  opposition  against 
MacLeish. 

The  ALA  immediately  took  steps  to  make  amends 
with  the  new  Librarian.  Its  newly  elected  president, 
Ralph  Munn,  offered  the  association’s  “complete 
and  most  friendly  cooperation”  in  a letter  dated 
July  1.  “We  all  regret,”  he  wrote  to  MacLeish,  “that 
our  attempt  to  secure  a professionally  trained  librar- 
ian had  to  take  the  form  of  a protest  against  your 
confirmation.  I am  sure  you  realize,  however,  that 
your  lack  of  library  training  and  experience  was  the 
sole  basis  of  our  action.”  In  his  reply,  MacLeish 
said  that  he  bore  no  resentment  over  the  protest.  “It 
is  my  earnest  desire  to  extend  library  service  through 
the  Library  of  Congress  and  through  the  libraries 
of  the  country.  I shall  need  the  aid,  counsel,  and 
advice  of  the  librarians  of  the  country  in  any  attempt 
to  realize  that  hope.  I,  therefore,  accept  your  offer 
of  cooperation  as  warmly  and  sincerely  as  I know 
you  make  it.”  Although  MacLeish’s  ties  with  the 
ALA  never  grew  close,  the  library  profession  soon 
looked  to  him  for  leadership. 

Many  of  the  reasons  which  led  to  the  protest 
against  MacLeish  recurred  36  years  later  when  his- 
torian Daniel  J.  Boorstin  was  nominated  for  the 
post.  Professional  librarians  criticized  both  men  for 
their  lack  of  library  training,  experience,  and  ad- 
ministrative capabilities.  Both  were  questioned  by 
Congress  on  their  political  views.  Both  were,  of 
course,  eventually  confirmed.  Unlike  Boorstin, 
however,  who  was  sworn  in  as  Librarian  at  a stately 
ceremony  in  the  Great  Hall  attended  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  MacLeish  took  the  oath 
of  office  under  the  most  commonplace  circum- 
stances. On  July  10  during  a routine  call  for  mail 
at  the  Conway  Post  Office  near  his  farm,  he  was 
sworn  in  by  the  local  postmaster,  a notary  public. 
There  were  no  witnesses  or  press  coverage  of  the 
event. 

On  Monday,  October  2,  MacLeish  assumed  his 
duties  at  the  Library.  He  was  47  years  of  age,  of 
medium  height,  slender,  and  robust.  Frequently  he 
dressed  in  tweeds.  The  staff,  MacLeish’s  colleague 
David  C.  Mearns  wrote,  “sensed  at  once  that  the 
new  chief  possessed  unusual  personal  qualities,  a 
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first-rate  mind,  which  absorbed  and  penetrated  and 
understood ; energies  that  could  be  at  once  exhaust- 
ing, graceful  and  yet  dynamic;  marked  powers  of 
concentration  and  a concern  for  rationalization;  an 
insistence  on  definition;  and  a gift  of  expression 
beyond  any  similar  gift  they  had  ever  known.  . . . 
His  drive  was  tremendous,  and  the  fresh  air  that 
he  brought  with  him  was  invigorating.  Working 
with  Archibald  MacLeish  was  almost  never  easy, 
but  it  was  almost  always  fun.” 

The  Library  in  1939  had  a collection  of  nearly 
6 million  books  and  pamphlets  in  addition  to  un- 
counted millions  of  manuscripts,  maps,  pieces  of 
music,  and  prints.  The  staff  numbered  about  1,100 
and  the  annual  budget  amounted  to  slightly  more 
than  $3  million.  Space  had  doubled  earlier  that  year 
with  the  opening  of  the  new  Annex  Building. 

But  the  Library  also  possessed  some  long- 
neglected  problems.  Putnam  had  ruled  like  a patri- 
arch, and  his  tenure  had  extended  over  40  years. 
The  Library  in  1939,  MacLeish  wrote,  “was  not  so 
much  an  organization  in  its  own  right  as  the  length- 
ened shadow  of  a man.  ...  to  succeed  Mr.  Putnam 
was  a good  deal  like  inheriting  an  enormous  house 
at  Stockbridge  or  Bar  Harbor  from  a wise,  well- 
loved, strong-minded,  charming  and  particular 
uncle  who  knew  where  everything  was  and  how 
everything  worked  and  what  everyone  could  do  but 
had  left  no  indications  in  his  will.” 

Less  than  three  weeks  after  taking  office,  Mac- 
Leish began  a thorough  review  of  the  Library,  act- 
ing upon  complaints  he  had  received  from  librarians 
inside  and  outside  the  Library.  On  October  19,  in 
his  first  general  order,  he  asked  division  chiefs  for 
a report  on  their  book  selection  procedures.  In  No- 
vember he  launched  a study  of  the  personnel  situ- 
ation, appointed  staff  committees  to  examine  the 
processing  and  acquisitions  operations,  and  called 
in  investigators  from  the  General  Accounting  Office 
and  the  Bureau  of  the  Budget  to  survey  fiscal 
procedures. 

At  the  same  time  MacLeish  realized  that  changes 
in  the  administrative  organization  were  needed.  As 
Librarian,  he  was  required  to  sign  virtually  every 
personnel  action,  voucher,  book  order,  and  piece  of 
correspondence.  “Since  I have  a constitutional  dis- 
inclination to  signing  documents  I do  not  know  to 
be  right,”  he  wrote,  “.  . . the  situation  was  diffi- 
cult— not  to  say  downright  impossible.”  Moreover, 
he  was  directly  responsible  for  supervising  over  35 


separate  administrative  units. 

The  reports,  submitted  in  December,  showed  the 
alarming  extent  of  the  problems.  The  Processing 
Committee  found  that  1.5  million  of  the  Library’s 
5.8  million  books  and  pamphlets  had  not  been  fully 
processed  and  were  not  represented  in  the  main 
catalog.  The  backlog,  moreover,  was  increasing  at 
the  rate  of  30,000  a year.  The  Acquisitions  Com- 
mittee discovered  that  serious  deficiencies  in  the  col- 
lections existed  in  fields  for  which  there  was  no  regu- 
lar review  by  subject  specialists.  Of  40  major  sub- 
ject fields  in  the  collections,  15  received  no  attention, 
1 3 inadequate  attention,  and  only  1 2 relatively  ade- 
quate attention.  The  Bureau  of  the  Budget  reported 
that  separate  accounting  records  were  maintained 
by  no  less  than  eight  administrative  units  and  that 
receipts  and  disbursements  were  handled  by  five 
units.  The  survey  of  staff  salaries  revealed  that  the 
Library’s  average,  entering,  and  professional  salaries 
were  substantially  below  their  counterparts  in  other 
government  agencies  and  in  research  libraries.  Fur- 
thermore, Congress  had  not  appropriated  funds  for 
within-grade  increases  for  eight  years. 

Early  in  1940  MacLeish  prepared  a request, 
based  on  the  initial  studies,  for  supplemental  appro- 
priations for  fiscal  year  1941.^^  He  asked  for  $4.2 
million,  a substantial  increase  of  more  than  $1  mil- 
lion over  the  previous  year,  and  287  new  positions 
to  reorganize  the  Library  and  to  meet  needs  which 
had  been  deferred  until  the  Annex  was  completed. 
In  his  first  appearance  before  the  House  Subcom- 
mittee on  Legislative  Branch  Appropriations  on 
February  20,  he  explained  that  the  large  request  was 
“the  first  in  many  years  in  which  the  long-existent 
and  long-maturing  needs  of  the  various  Divisions 
of  the  Library,  and  of  the  Library  as  a whole,  have 
been  fully  presented  to  the  Congress.” 

On  March  13  the  Committee  on  Appropriations 
issued  a detailed  report  in  which  it  stated  “its  pleas- 
ure at  the  industrious  and  intelligent  manner  in 
which  Mr.  MacLeish  has  entered  upon  his  duties.” 
In  recommending  an  increase  of  $340,000,  barely  a 
third  of  MacLeish’s  request,  it  emphasized  that  it 
had  not  attempted  to  meet  all  the  Library’s  prob- 
lems. “First  and  foremost,”  the  committee  reported, 
“.  . . is  the  necessity  of  preventing  any  further  ar- 
rearage in  the  matter  of  processing  material  . . . and 
attacking  accumulated  arrearage;  and  second,  the 
preservation  and  putting  into  condition  of  material 
already  in  the  Library.”  To  meet  these  pressing 
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problems^  MacLeish  was  given  a coordinator  and  50 
new  positions  for  the  processing  divisions.  The  com- 
mittee denied  MacLeish’ s requests  for  a reference 
service  coordinator,  area  specialists,  and  book  fund 
increases;  for  additional  research  staffs  for  the  Leg- 
islative Reference  Service ; and  for  salary  increases, 
recommending  that  Library  jobs  be  reviewed  in  a 
complete  reclassification  survey. 

In  an  editorial  on  March  30,  the  New  York 
Times  commented  that  although  the  new  Librarian 
did  not  get  enough  to  keep  the  Library  in  “apple 
pie  order”  or  to  pay  living  wages  to  his  staff,  he  did 
get  a “testimonial  from  the  committee  that  it  had 
faith  in  Mr.  MacLeish  as  an  administrator  and  as 
a cultured  and  scholarly  man.” 

To  comply  with  the  Congressional  mandate, 
MacLeish  on  April  10  appointed  a committee  of 
three  outside  technical  experts  to  study  the  process- 
ing operations  in  depth.  Known  as  the  Librarian’s 
Committee,  the  group  consisted  of  chairman  Carl- 
ton B,  Joeckel  from  the  University  of  Chicago,  Paul 
North  Rice  from  the  New  York  Public  Library,  and 
Andrew  D.  Osborn  from  Harvard.  Their  303-page 
confidential  report,  submitted  after  six  weeks  of 
searching  investigation,  strongly  recommended 
changes  not  only  in  the  processing  divisions  but  in 
the  Library’s  administration  as  a whole.  The  report 
placed  heavy  blame  for  difficulties  on  the  profusion 
of  independent  administrative  units.  The  situation 
was  “in  all  probability  the  largest  and  most  diffused 
span  of  control  to  be  found  in  any  American  library 
....  Small  wonder  that  the  Library  of  Congress  is 
often  described  as  a group  of  libraries  within  a li- 
brary. It  is  in  effect  a loose  federation  of  principali- 
ties, each  with  strongly  developed  traditions  and 
with  administrative  and  technical  idiosyncrasies.” 

At  the  end  of  June,  nine  months  after  he  took 
office,  MacLeish  began  to  reorganize  the  Library, 
basing  the  changes  solidly  on  the  findings  of  commit- 
tees and  experts.  They  were  hindered  to  some  extent 
by  Congress’  denial  of  requests  for  new  administra- 
tive positions.  In  a series  of  general  orders,  Mac- 
Leish divided  the  Library  into  three  broad  depart- 
ments. Only  the  Copyright  Office  and  Law  Library, 
created  by  statute,  remained  intact. 

MacLeish  consolidated  all  housekeeping  activi- 
ties, including  personnel,  accounts,  disbursing, 
buildings  and  grounds,  the  secretariat,  and  publica- 
tions, into  an  Administrative  Department.  Vemer 
W.  Clapp,  a staff  member  for  17  years,  was  named 


budget  officer  and  administrative  assistant  in  charge 
of  the  department.  All  subject  and  reading  room 
divisions  were  combined  into  a Reference  Depart- 
ment. Luther  H.  Evans,  v/hom  MacLeish  had 
brought  to  the  Library  a few  months  earlier  as  Leg- 
islative Reference  Service  chief,  was  given  charge  of 
the  department  in  addition  to  his  other  duties.  The 
new  Librarian  also  consolidated  all  processing  activ- 
ities, including  acquisitions,  cataloging,  preparation 
of  cards  for  catalogs  and  materials  for  the  shelves, 
and  the  sale  and  distribution  of  printed  cards,  into 
a single  department.  L.  Quincy  Mumford  came  in 
September  on  a one-year  loan  from  the  New  York 
Public  Library  to  head  the  Processing  Department. 

The  departmental  structure  remained  in  force 
for  three  years.  In  July  1943,  MacLeish  centralized 
all  acquisitions  activities,  previously  divided  be- 
tween the  Reference  and  Processing  departments, 
into  an  Acquisitions  Department.  Still  short  of  ad- 
ministrators, he  appointed  Clapp  as  department 
director.  Abolishing  the  Administrative  Depart- 
ment, MacLeish  placed  Evans,  Chief  Assistant  Li- 
brarian, in  charge  of  all  administrative  functions. 
He  appointed  David  C.  Meams,  previously  refer- 
ence librarian  under  Evans,  head  of  the  Reference 
Department.  Not  only  did  the  rotation  give  the  Li- 
brary a practical  administrative  interchangeability, 
but  it  prevented  what  MacLeish  called  an  “aca- 
demic isolationism  which  has  had  such  harmful 
effects  in  American  universities.  . . .” 

The  reorganization  which  occurred  within  each 
department  has  been  described  in  detail  in  the 
Librarian’s  annual  reports  for  the  years  1940 
through  1944.  A retrospective  account  of  the  reor- 
ganization prepared  by  MacLeish  and  his  staff  ap- 
peared in  the  October  1944  issue  of  the  Library 
Quarterly. 

After  the  reorganization  had  been  under  way 
only  a short  period,  library  observers  called  it  “a 
nearly  incredible  metamorphosis.”  At  the  end  of 
MacLeish’s  tenure.  Harvard  librarian  Keyes  D. 
Metcalf  commented  that  “Mr.  MacLeish’s  great- 
est triumph  is  that  he  ‘got  away’  with  the  reorgani- 
zation. It  seems  very  doubtful  whether  anyone  else 
in  his  position  would  have  done  so  much  in  five 
years.  This  is  the  considered  judgment  of  librarians 
who  know  him  best  and  have  seen  him  in  action.” 

While  the  reorganization  was  getting  under  way, 
MacLeish  and  his  principal  officers  held  a series  of 
meetings  during  the  summer  of  1940  to  define  the 
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Library’s  objectives.  These  explicit  statements  of  Li- 
brary policy,  the  first  in  the  institution’s  history,  gen- 
erally followed  the  declarations  and  practices  of 
previous  Librarians.  The  idea  for  a set  of  clearly 
defined  objectives,  MacLeish  said,  came  from  Civil 
Service  Commissioner  Arthur  Flemming,  who  sug- 
gested it  in  connection  with  the  reclassification  of 
Library  personnel.  The  Librarian’s  Committee  also 
strongly  recommended  the  formulation  of  a set  of 
objectives  to  ease  some  of  the  institution’s  organiza- 
tional problems.  The  meetings  at  which  the  poli- 
cies were  hammered  out  were  not,  MacLeish  wrote, 
immediately  successful:  “One  or  two  of  the  more 
articulate  of  my  elder  colleagues  approached  the 
discussion  in  the  spirit  of  the  senior  benches  at  a 
faculty  meeting:  change  was  undesirable  and  any 
discussion  which  might  lead  to  change  was  in  doubt- 
ful taste.  The  Library  of  Congress  was  too  big  and 
too  old — above  all,  too  old — to  ask  itself  what  it  was 
doing  and  why  and  for  what  purpose.” 

The  Statement  of  Objectives,  which  first  ap- 
peared in  MacLeish’s  annual  report  for  1940,  de- 
fined the  Library’s  objectives  with  regard  to  three 
categories  of  users : first.  Members  of  Congress ; sec- 
ond, officers  of  the  federal  government;  and  third, 
the  general  public.  A book  selection  policy  to  meet 
the  anticipated  needs  of  these  categories  of  users 
was  outlined  in  the  Canons  of  Selection : 

1.  The  Library  of  Congress  should  possess  in  some  use- 
ful form  all  bibliothecal  materials  necessary  to  the  Con- 
gress and  to  the  officers  of  government  of  the  United 
States  in  the  performance  of  their  duties.  . . . 

2.  The  Library  of  Congress  should  possess  all  books  and 
other  materials  (whether  in  original  or  copy)  which  ex- 
press and  record  the  life  and  achievements  of  the  people 
of  the  United  States.  . . . 

3.  The  Library  of  Congress  should  possess,  in  some  use- 
ful form,  the  material  parts  of  the  records  of  other  socie- 
ties, past  and  present,  and  should  accumulate,  in  original 
or  in  copy,  full  and  representative  collections  of  the  written 
records  of  these  societies  and  peoples  whose  experience  is 
of  most  immediate  concern  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States.^ 

MacLeish  realized  that  the  Library  staff  would 
need  outside  assistance  to  meet  the  lofty  goals  of  the 
book  selection  policy.  On  September  1,  with  a grant 
from  the  Carnegie  Corporation,  he  established  a 
group  of  fellowships  to  be  filled  by  young  scholars 
from  the  faculties  of  universities  and  collesi’es.  The 
fellows,  who  would  spend  a year  on  leave  from  their 
institutions,  would  survey  the  Library’s  holdings 
and  make  recommendations  for  purchases  in  their 


specialized  fields.  MacLeish  also  hoped  that  they 
would  provide  “the  increasing  liaison  between  the 
Library  of  Congress  and  American  scholarship  that 
the  Library  so  pointedly  needs.”  The  first  five  fel- 
lows surveyed  the  collections  in  modern  European 
history,  population,  Romance  languages,  geology, 
and  library  science.  In  November  the  program  wa^ 
expanded  to  include  members  of  the  Library  stafl 
and  other  government  agencies  as  associate  fellows 
In  1943  MacLeish  recruited  for  the  program  2 
number  of  area  specialists  from  the  Office  of  Stra- 
tegic Services  to  prepare  lists  of  needed  contempo- 
rary material  on  Africa,  China,  the  Near  East,  Ja- 
pan, the  Balkans,  and  other  war-related  areas  of 
the  world.  By  1944  nearly  40  fellows  were  partici- 
pating in  the  program.  That  year,  the  Carnegie 
Corporation  discontinued  its  grant.  The  withdrawal 
of  funds,  MacLeish  wrote,  “at  a time  when  the  Li- 
brary’s fellowships  had  clearly  demonstrated  their 
usefulness,  not  only  to  the  Library  of  Congress  but 
to  national  scholarship,  was  a tragic  loss  to  both.” 
The  fellowship  program  continued  through  the 
mid-1950’s,  but  its  impact  was  greatly  reduced. 

MacLeish  substantially  improved  the  format 
and  content  of  the  annual  reports  to  Congress,  mak- 
ing them  readable  and  meaningful  accounts  of  the 
Library’s  progress.  During  Putnam’s  administration 
they  had  consisted  of  a collection  of  divisional  re- 
ports which  related  the  Library’s  activities  in  a frag- 
mentary, piecemeal  manner.  Announcing  the 
changes  in  the  1941  report,  MacLeish  explained 
that  his  goal  was  to  “arrive  in  time  at  a form  of 
report  which  will  exhibit  the  Library  ...  in  living 
form.  We  propose  ...  to  exhibit  the  Library  in  ac- 
tion— not  what  it  possesses  only,  but  what  it  does 
with  what  it  possesses.”®^  He  expressed  the  hope 
that  the  reports  eventually  would  be  read  by  writ- 
ers, scholars,  teachers,  and  other  professionals  who 
might  find  the  Library’s  resources  useful.  Reflecting 
the  changing  structure  of  the  Library,  the  1941  re- 
port related  the  year’s  activities  by  department. 
Subsequent  reports  dealt  with  the  various  functions 
of  the  Library,  with  chapters  devoted  to  acquisi- 
tions, preparation  of  material  for  the  shelves,  and 
services  to  readers.  In  a year-by-year  analysis  of 
MacLeish’s  annual  reports,  Jerrold  Orne,  who 
served  as  a fellow  in  library  science  at  the  Library, 
commented:  “It  is  a tribute  to  . . . Mr.  Archibald 
MacLeish  that  the  annual  reports  of  the  Librarian 
of  Congress,  having  become  really  significant  docu- 
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ments  in  the  field  of  librarianship,  have  been  rec- 
ognized as  proper  subjects  for  careful  review.” 

A sense  of  urgency  and  strain  caused  by  World 
War  II  ran  throughout  the  MacLeish  era  at  the 
Library,  One  month  before  he  took  office,  German 
armies  had  marched  into  Poland.  Two  years  later 
with  the  Japanese  attack  on  Pearl  Harbor,  Amer- 
ica plunged  into  war. 

In  October  1941,  President  Roosevelt  appointed 
MacLeish  director  of  a new  war  agency,  the  Office 
of  Facts  and  Figures,  in  addition  to  his  duties  as 
Librarian.  During  the  following  16  months  his 
double  duties  demanded  that  he  frequently  be  away 
from  the  Library.  In  his  absence,  the  Chief  Assist- 
ant Librarian,  Luther  Evans,  served  as  Acting  Li- 
brarian. MacLeish’ s job  as  director  of  the  Office  of 
Facts  and  Figures  was  controversial  from  the  start. 
Created  to  act  as  a clearinghouse  for  information 
released  by  government  agencies  on  the  national 
defense  effort,  the  agency  was  given  insufficient 
power  to  control  or  coordinate  the  issuance  of  re- 
leases. Its  publication  early  in  1942  of  a pamphlet 
describing  Nazi  propaganda  tactics  drew  criticism 
from  Congress  and  the  news  media. 

MacLeish’s  connection  with  the  office  had  an 
almost  disastrous  effect  on  the  Library’s  appropria- 
tions for  book  purchases  for  fiscal  year  1943.  At  the 
House  Committee  on  Appropriations  subcommittee 
hearings  on  February  19,  1942,  he  was  questioned 
about  the  agency’s  relationship  to  the  Library.  It 
is,  MacLeish  replied,  “that  I am  related  to  both, 
and  that  for  the  moment  the  Office  ...  is  in  the 
Library  of  Congress  because  we  have  not  been  able 
to  get  space  anywhere  else  in  town.”  As  for  time  to 
do  both  jobs,  MacLeish  wryly  remarked,  “Like  a lot 
of  other  people  in  town  I have  stopped  sleeping  and 
given  up  Sundays.  . . .”  When  the  appropria- 
tions bill  came  up  for  a vote  on  March  18,  during 
an  ill-attended  session  of  the  House,  Representative 
Everett  Dirksen  offered  an  amendment  to  cut  the 
book  budget  from  $173,000  to  $55,000  “to  save 
money,”  and,  in  effect,  to  prevent  the  Library  from 
buying  books  beyond  its  regular  continuations.  Ris- 
ing in  Dirksen’s  support,  Representative  John  Taber 
charged  that  he  was  “very  leery  of  the  operations  of 
the  gentleman  who  is  Librarian.  . . . He  is  the  head 
of  the  Office  of  Facts  and  Figures  and  he  has  been 
putting  out  press  releases  which  will  not  hold 
water.  . . .”  The  amendment  passed  on  a teller  vote 
64  to  42.  In  June,  a House-Senate  conference  com- 
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mittee  managed  to  restore  the  fund  to  its  original 
amount. 

But  the  incident  left  its  mark  on  MacLeish.  He 
was  particularly  incensed  by  the  fact  that  only  two 
newspapers  had  taken  any  notice  of  the  near  dis- 
aster. In  a speech  before  the  American  Library 
Association,  on  June  26,  1942,  the  Librarian  con- 
demned what  he  called  the  prevailing  mood  of  anti- 
intellectualism  in  America:  “It  was  not  news  that 
an  attack  had  been  made  upon  an  institution  of 
learning.  ...  It  was  not  news  that  the  leader  of 
the  attack  had  unconsciously  revealed  a fear  of 
books.  . . . Fifty  years  ago  an  attack  upon  a great 
library,  an  attempt  to  deprive  the  people  of  this 
country  of  their  books,  would  have  brought  down 
upon  the  politician  who  attempted  it  a storm  of 
criticism  in  the  public  press.  Today  it  passes  almost 
without  comment.” 

In  late  March  the  Office  of  Facts  and  Figures 
moved  from  the  Annex  Building  to  quarters  in 
Foggy  Bottom.  In  July  it  merged  with  other  agen- 
cies to  form  the  Office  of  War  Information,  for 
which  MacLeish  was  appointed  assistant  director 
in  charge  of  policy  matters.  He  served  in  this  capac- 
ity until  February  1943,  when  he  resigned  to  return 
full-time  to  the  Library. 

As  Librarian  and  as  a war  agency  official,  Mac- 
Leish became  a leading  American  spokesman  for 
the  cause  of  democracy.  The  personal  convictions 
and  beliefs  that  he  had  conveyed  in  poetry  during 
the  1930’s  found  their  expression  in  public  speech 
during  the  next  decade.  His  colleague  and  succes- 
sor Luther  Evans  described  his  popularity : 
“.  . . because  he  could  so  eloquently  address  him- 
self to  a militant,  informed  and  free  people  he  was 
repeatedly  called  upon  by  those  in  authority  to  give 
expression  to  the  national  interest.” 

Between  1939  and  1944,  MacLeish  delivered 
more  than  two  dozen  major  speeches  to  audiences 
of  librarians,  journalists,  booksellers,  students, 
writers,  and  others  across  the  country.  His  ad- 
dresses were  collected  and  published  in  three  vol- 
umes: A Time  To  Speak  (1941),  A Time  To  Act 
( 1943) , and  Champion  of  a Cause  ( 1971 ) . 

In  the  Founder’s  Day  address  at  the  Carnegie  In- 
stitute in  Pittsburgh,  given  a few  weeks  after  he 
became  Librarian,  MacLeish  eloquently  stated  a 
theme  which  was  to  dominate  his  wartime  mes- 
sages— the  necessity  of  education  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  democracy : 
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Our  age,  as  many  men  have  noticed,  is  an  age  charac- 
terized by  the  tyranny  of  time.  Never  more  than  at  this 
moment  was  that  tyranny  evident.  Those  of  us  who  are 
concerned,  for  whatever  reason,  with  the  preservation  of 
the  civilization,  and  the  inherited  culture  of  this  nation 
find  ourselves  in  a situation  in  which  time  is  running 
out,  not  like  sand  in  a glass,  but  like  the  blood  in  an 
opened  artery.  . . . 

We  face  a situation  which  has  an  “either”  and  which 
has  an  “or”  and  we  will  choose  or  fail  to  choose  between 
them.  . . . For  the  failure  to  choose  in  the  world  we  live 
in  is  in  itself  a choice.  The  “either”  as  I see  it  is  the  edu- 
cation of  the  people  of  this  country.  The  “or”  is  fascism. 
We  will  either  educate  the  people  of  this  republic  to  know 
and  therefore  to  value  and  therefore  to  preserve  their 
own  democratic  culture  or  we  will  watch  the  people  of 
this  republic  trade  their  democratic  culture  for  the  non- 
culture, the  obscurantism,  the  superstition,  the  brutality, 
the  tyranny  which  is  overrunning  eastern  and  central  and 
southern  Europe.^’ 

MacLeish  had  very  definite  ideas  about  the  role 
of  librarians  in  wartime.  They  have  a responsibility, 
he  said,  far  beyond  simply  delivering  books  to  read- 
ers. “They  must  themselves  become  active  and  not 
passive  agents  of  the  democratic  process,”  he  told 
members  of  the  American  Library  Association  on 
May  31,  1940.  His  speech  before  the  group  which 
a year  earlier  had  denounced  his  appointment,  was 
greeted  with  applause.  He  pursued  the  idea  that  a 
librarian  is  more  than  a “check  boy  in  the  parcel 
room  of  culture”  in  a 1940  article  for  the  Atlantic 
Monthly.  “Librarians,”  he  wrote,  “are  keepers  also 
of  the  records  of  the  human  spirit- — the  records  of 
men’s  watch  upon  the  world  and  on  themselves.  In 
such  a time  as  ours,  when  wars  are  made  against 
the  spirit  and  its  works,  the  keeping  of  these  records 
is  itself  a kind  of  warfare.  The  keepers,  whether 
they  so  wish  or  not,  cannot  be  neutral.” 

MacLeish  frequently  was  called  upon  to  draft 
speeches  and  letters  for  President  Roosevelt  and 
other  government  officials.  Included  in  MacLeish’s 
papers  in  the  Library  of  Congress  are  drafts  he  pre- 
pared for  Roosevelt’s  1941  and  1945  inaugural  ad- 
dresses, the  1943  Jefferson  Memorial  dedication 
ceremony,  the  1944  State  of  the  Union  message,  and 
a number  of  other  occasions.  Robert  Sherwood, 
then  a presidential  adviser,  described  MacLeish’s 
work  in  the  midnight  speechwriting  sessions  at  the 
White  House;  “.  . . we  would  spend  most  of  the 
night  in  the  Cabinet  Room,  producing  another 
draft  which  would  go  to  the  President  with  his 
breakfast  in  the  morning.  Sometimes  we  would  send 
a call  for  help  to  Archibald  MacLeish,  Librarian  of 


Congress,  who  would  come  in  late  at  night  to  help 
bring  a diffuse  speech  into  focus.” 

In  December  1940,  at  the  height  of  the  bombing 
raids  in  England,  officials  at  the  Library  of  Congress 
decided  to  develop  contingency  plans  for  the  evac- 
uation of  their  most  valuable  possessions.  The  plans 
were  made,  MacLeish  wrote  in  the  1941  annual  re- 
port, “not  on  the  ground  of  present  danger,  but  on 
the  only  less  persuasive  ground  that  the  collections 
of  the  Library  were  of  such  great  value  that  they 
should  not  be  subjected  to  any  foreseeable  and  for- 
fendable  danger,  however  remote.” 

The  enormous  task  of  surveying  the  collections 
for  items  which  would  be  removed  in  case  of  danger 
was  accomplished  during  January  and  February 
1941  under  the  supervision  of  Jerrold  Orne,  a Li- 
brary fellow.  Irreplaceable  manuscripts,  maps, 
music,  prints,  and  rare  books  were  selected  for  im- 
mediate evacuation.  Books  and  pamphlets  relating 
to  American  history  and  literature,  a collection  upon 
which  a new  Library  could  be  built,  were  chosen  for 
secondary  removal.  Valuable  materials  which  were 
essential  to  the  conduct  of  a government  in  wartime 
were  marked  for  removal  to  a safe  location  in  the 
Library.  That  spring,  hundreds  of  staff  volunteers 
listed  and  tagged  every  item  that  was  to  be  moved, 
a task  which  consumed  10,000  hours  in  overtime 
work.  Several  thousand  specially  made  plywood 
packing  cases  were  purchased.  After  dropping  plans 
to  build  bombproof  storage  shelters  because  of  a 
nationwide  shortage  of  steel,  concrete,  and  man- 
power, Library  officials,  on  the  advice  of  military 
authorities,  selected  storage  sites  on  certain  college 
campuses.  Congress  appropriated  a total  of  $130,000 
for  the  precautionary  measures. 

Three  weeks  after  Japan  attacked  Pearl  Harbor, 
the  Library  began  the  evacuation  under  the  super- 
vision of  Verner  Clapp.  The  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence, the  Constitution,  the  Bill  of  Rights,  the 
Gutenberg  Bible,  the  Stradivarius  violins,  and  a 
copy  of  the  Magna  Carta,  which  the  British  gov- 
ernment had  placed  in  the  Library’s  care  for  the 
war’s  duration,  were  placed  in  hermetically  sealed, 
waterproof  containers  and  transported  under  mili- 
tary escort  to  the  U.S.  Bullion  Depository  at  Fort 
Knox,  Ky.  During  the  next  five  months  the  Library 
sent  5,000  cases  of  material  in  29  truckloads  to  fire- 
proof buildings  at  the  University  of  Virginia  in 
Charlottesville,  Washington  and  Lee  University  and 
the  Virginia  Military  Institute  in  Lexington,  Va., 


Librarian  MacLeish  {left  center)  examined  the  Constitu- 
tion of  the  United  States  when  it  was  returned  from  its 
wartime  storage  place  on  October  1,  1944.  To  MacLeish’ s 
left  are  Verner  Clapp  and  David  Mearns.  George 
Skadding,  Time-Life  Picture  Agency,  Copyright  Time, 
Inc. 

and  Denison  University  in  Granville,  Ohio.  In  addi- 
tion, the  Library  took  action  to  safeguard  its  cata- 
logs, built  up  at  large  expense  over  many  years.  The 
Union  Catalog  and  its  staff  were  moved  to  Virginia. 
More  than  8 million  cards  from  the  main  cata- 
log and  shelflists  were  microfilmed,  and  the  film 
stored  safely  outside  of  Washington. 

Of  the  most  valuable  documents  only  the  en- 
grossed copy  of  the  Declaration  of  Independence 
made  a public  appearance  during  the  next  two  and 


a half  years.  It  was  brought  from  Fort  Knox  under 
strict  security  and  displayed  at  the  Jefferson  Memo- 
rial at  its  dedication  in  April  1943  during  the  Jef- 
ferson Bicentennial  celebration.  All  the  documents 
were  returned  to  public  view  at  the  Library  on  Oc- 
tober 1,  1944,  several  months  after  the  Normandy 
invasion.  MacLeish  declared  that  their  return  had 
“the  same  spiritual  and  intellectual  symbolization 
for  the  people  of  this  country  that  the  return  of  the 
lights  to  London  had  for  the  people  of  London.” 

Immediately  after  Pearl  Harbor  the  Library  ex- 
panded its  services  to  meet  the  demands  of  govern- 
ment war  agencies.  On  December  8,  it  set  up  a 
24-hour  telephone  reference  service  for  defense 
agencies.  Over  the  following  months  it  circulated 
thousands  of  books,  prepared  special  bibliographies. 
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and  provided  study  rooms  for  government  re- 
searchers in  the  x\nnex  Building.  At  one  point  the 
Division  of  Special  Information,  which  eventually 
became  the  Research  and  Analysis  Branch  of  the 
Office  of  Strategic  Services,  occupied  an  entire  floor 
in  the  Annex. 

The  Library’s  Division  for  the  Study  of  Wartime 
Communications  prepared  reports  on  public 
opinion  and  propaganda,  and  the  defense  section 
of  the  Legislative  Reference  Service  provided  spe- 
cial translations,  abstracts,  and  bibliographical  doc- 
umentation. The  Map  Division  staff  maintained  ex- 
hibits of  military  campaign  maps  in  the  Capitol, 
updating  them  daily.  A restricted  collection  of 
20,000  items  of  enemy  propaganda  and  other  war 
material  was  organized  in  the  Thomas  Jefferson 
Room.  The  Music  Division  produced  foreign  lan- 
guage training  records  and  basic  music  courses  for 
the  army.  Books  on  democracy  were  collected  in  a 
“Democracy  Alcove”  in  the  Main  Reading  Room. 

The  onset  of  war  aggravated  the  Library’s 
already  serious  personnel  situation.  The  number  of 
staff  members  leaving  for  better  paying  jobs  else- 
where in  the  government  swelled,  while  others  en- 
listed or  were  drafted  into  military  service.  By  1942 
staff  changes  were  four  times  as  numerous  as  they 
had  been  two  years  earlier.  In  1943  the  turnover 
reached  a peak  of  150  percent,  dropping  the  fol- 
lowing year  to  115  percent.  Though  the  workweek 
was  increased  from  39  to  44  hours  and  then  to  48, 
the  loss  in  experience  and  the  need  for  constant 
training  took  a heavy  toll.  From  the  beginning  of 
his  administration  MacLeish  had  fought  for  higher 
wages  for  his  staff.  It  was  his  first  priority  in  the 
appropriations  request  for  fiscal  year  1941;  how- 
ever, Congress  recommended  instead  that  a reclassi- 
fication survey  of  all  jobs  be  conducted.  Started 
early  in  1941  by  the  Civil  Service  Commission,  the 
survey  proceeded  slowly  because  of  other  wartime 
burdens  on  the  commission.  In  his  annual  reports, 
MacLeish  repeated  again  and  again  his  dismay  over 
the  Library’s  low  wages.  In  one  of  the  most  eloquent 
passages,  written  at  the  height  of  staff  turnovers, 
he  said:  “The  Library  . . . lost  hundreds  of  men 
and  women,  as  it  should  have  lost  them,  to  the 
armed  services  and  to  the  war  agencies.  But  it  lost 
other  hundreds  of  men  and  women  whom  it  should 
not  have  lost,  for  it  lost  them,  not  because  of  the 
war,  but  because  the  Library  ...  is  at  a perma- 
nent disadvantage  in  competing  with  other  em- 


ployers. It  is  unable  to  offer  equal  salaries  for  equal 
work.” 

The  results  of  the  reclassification  survey,  com- 
pleted in  the  fall  of  1944,  vindicated  MacLeish’s 
convictions.  Of  1,224  positions  surveyed,  600  were 
upgraded,  8 were  lowered,  and  616  largely  custodial 
jobs  remained  unchanged.  MacLeish  wrote  in  his 
final  annual  report,  undoubtedly  with  a deep  sense 
of  relief,  “It  is  gratifying  to  realize  that  individual 
members  of  the  staff,  long  undercompensated  for 
their  services  to  the  Government,  are  now  receiving 
adequate  financial  recognition.  It  is  equally  gratify- 
ing to  realize  that  the  Library  of  Congress  pay 
scales  will  now  enable  the  Library  to  recruit  and 
hold  professional  personnel  of  the  high  qualifica- 
tions and  ability  which  the  Library’s  work 
requires.” 

While  the  job  survey  eventually  improved  staff 
salaries,  MacLeish’s  personal  belief  in  “government 
by  discussion”  encouraged  staff  participation  in  Li- 
brary activities.  “Men  of  certain  temperaments,”  he 
wrote,  “find  talk  annoying — particularly  talk  in 
public  enterprise.  Talk,  they  say,  wastes  time.  . . . 
But  talk,  kept  within  proper  limits,  can  save  time 
also  and  can  gain  what  time  alone  might  lose.” 

At  Evans’  suggestion,  MacLeish  in  1942  set  up  the 
Librarian’s  Conference,  a daily  meeting  in  the  Li- 
brarian’s office  at  which  department  heads  and 
other  chief  administrative  officers  debated  policy 
questions  and  received  special  assignments. 

A channel  for  employee  suggestions  and  criticisms 
was  also  created  in  1942  with  the  appointment  of  a 
Staff  Advisory  Committee,  composed  of  union  and 
nonunion  representatives.  The  committee,  along 
with  other  staff  members,  actively  participated  in 
the  drafting  of  a landmark  policy  which  gave  em- 
ployees the  right  to  appeal  grievances  to  a board  of 
reviewers.  The  new  policy  drew  praise  from  other 
federal  agencies  and  MacLeish  was  asked  to  pre- 
pare an  article  about  its  development  for  the  gov- 
ernment publication  Personnel  Administration.  Pro- 
fessional employees  who  met  informally  to  discuss 
technical  processing  questions  were  organized  offi- 
cially in  1944  as  the  Professional  Forum.  Under 
MacLeish’s  leadership,  the  forum  conducted 
monthly  discussions  on  methods  of  controlling  li- 
brary materials. 

Recognition  of  the  Library  as  a major  cultural 
institution,  established  under  Putnam  by  the  found- 
ing of  endowments  for  music,  art,  and  poetry,  was 
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heightened  during  the  MacLeish  years,  not  only 
because  of  his  own  standing  as  a significant  Ameri- 
can poet  but  because  of  the  eminence  of  the  artists 
and  writers  he  brought  to  the  Library.  Among  them 
were  European  war  refugees,  including  the  French 
poet  and  diplomat  Alexis  Saint-Leger  Leger,  who 
became  a Library  fellow  in  French  literature,  and 
German  writer  Thomas  Mann,  who  joined  the  staff 
as  a consultant  in  Germanic  literature.  Arthur  A. 
Houghton,  Jr.,  well-known  American  collector  of 
rare  books,  was  appointed  curator  of  the  rare  book 
collections. 

In  the  spring  of  1941,  MacLeish  launched  a pro- 
gram in  which  he  must  have  taken  special  pleas- 
ure— the  Library’s  first  series  of  poetry  readings. 
Financed  by  a grant  from  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Eugene 
Meyers  of  the  Washington  Post,  the  “Poet  in  a 
Democracy”  series  brought  to  the  Library  a remark- 
able group  of  poets.  Robinson  Jeffers  read  in  Febru- 
ary, Robert  Frost  read  to  thunderous  applause  in 
March,  Carl  Sandburg  lectured  and  sang  ballads  in 
April,  and  Steohen  Vincent  Benet  read  in  May. 
Hundreds  of  Washingtonians  packed  the  Coolidge 
Auditorium  and  hundreds  more  were  turned  away 
at  the  door.  Plans  were  made  for  another  series  but, 
because  of  inadequate  funds  and  MacLeish’s  atten- 
tion to  affairs  outside  the  Library,  the  poetry  read- 
ings were  not  continued. 

MacLeish  envisioned  the  chair  of  poetry,  estab- 
lished in  1936  by  Archer  M.  Huntington,  as  poten- 
tially a position  of  prestige  and  distinction  for 
American  poets.  In  a letter  dated  September  13, 
1940,  MacLeish  told  the  benefactor  what  he  had  in 
mind: 

. . . the  Chair  of  Poetry  . . . could  be  made  a source  of 
great  strength  to  American  poetry  by  making  it  available 
to  a succession  of  poets  who  would  use  it  not  as  a Library 
position  for  Library  purposes,  but  as  a means  of  carrying 
on  their  own  work  for  a period.  Over  the  course  of  many 
years,  the  Library  would  be  enriched  by  the  presence 
from  time  to  time  of  such  men.  The  occupants  of  the  Chair 
would  be  enriched  by  the  experiences  of  the  Library  and 
the  world  which  immediately  surrounds  it  and  the  award 
would  become,  I should  suppose,  one  of  the  greatest  dis- 
tinctions in  American  letters.^® 

In  1941  MacLeish  removed  Joseph  Auslander 
from  the  poetry  chair  by  appointing  him  to  a newly 
created  job  as  gift  officer.  Consultant  since  the 
chair  was  established,  Auslander  had  devoted  him- 
self principally  to  soliciting  gifts  for  the  collections 
and  to  speaking  tours  of  the  country.  The  post  re- 


mained vacant  for  two  years,  apparently  because  of 
MacLeish’s  frequent  absences  from  the  Library.  Fi- 
nally in  the  summer  of  1943,  he  announced  the  ap- 
pointment of  Allen  Tate,  a distinguished  poet  and 
literary  critic,  to  a one-year  consultantship  begin- 
ning in  July  of  that  year.  Tate  was  responsible  for 
the  development  of  the  literary  collections  as  well  as 
the  editorship  of  the  new  quarterly  which  MacLeish 
was  launching.  Tate  was  also  instrumental  in  orga- 
nizing the  fellows  in  American  letters,  a group  of 
eight  prominent  American  writers  including  Kath- 
erine Anne  Porter,  Carl  Sandburg,  and  Mark  Van 
Doren.  The  fellows,  who  gathered  for  their  first 
meeting  in  May  1 944,  were  to  advise  the  Library  on 
policies  governing  its  literary  collections  and  serv- 
ices. Under  Robert  Penn  Warren,  MacLeish’s  sec- 
ond poetry  consultant,  they  inaugurated  the  Li- 
brary’s program  of  recording  poets  and  novelists 
reading  selections  from  their  works. 

The  idea  for  a separate  publication  to  announce 
new  acquisitions  was  kindled  when  MacLeish  ob- 
served his  friend  Justice  Frankfurter  struggling  with 
catalog  card  proofs  of  Library  acquisitions.  “I  was 
convinced,”  he  wrote,  “.  . . that  a library  created 
to  serve  the  people  of  a great  democratic  nation 
through  their  representatives  and  their  officers  of 
government  owed  its  principal  clients  a more  ap- 
petizing account  of  its  newest  holdings  than  a pile 
of  catalog  cards  in  printer’s  proof  could  give  even 
to  those  who  had  the  patience  to  consult  them.” 

The  method  of  reporting  acquisitions  in  the  an- 
nual report  was  also  unsatisfactory,  MacLeish  felt. 
The  accounts  were  scattered  throughout  the  report, 
new  holdings  were  reported  months  after  their  ar- 
rival, and  only  exceptional  additions  to  the  general 
collections  were  mentioned.  MacLeish  in  August  an- 
nounced the  publication  of  a journal  “to  report 
upon  the  Library’s  acquisitions  in  an  infoiTnative 
and  useful  manner.  ...”  The  journal  would  have, 
he  said,  a “humanistic  approach”  directed  toward 
cultivated  people  of  general  interests.  With  Tate  as 
editor  and  with  articles  contributed  by  the  Library’s 
staff,  consultants,  and  fellows,  it  would  be  an  effort 
of  “cooperative  scholarship.”  The  first  issue,  ap- 
pearing in  November  of  1943,  was  well  received. 
Among  the  letters  of  praise  was  one  from  Frank- 
furter: 

And  now  I can  tell  you  with  warmth  my  delight  over 
the  Libary  of  Congress  Quarterly  Journal.  . . . once  more 
you  make  me  wonder  where  else  you  could  have  put  your 
unusual  combination  of  gifts  to  such  germinating  pur- 
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poses,  and  at  the  same  time  not  stifle  your  ultimate  ache 
for  creative  expression. 

Anyhow  the  Journal  ...  is  one  more  of  those  strands 
which  you  are  weaving  to  give  our  society  the  pattern  and 
the  purpose  of  a gracious  civilization.^ 

Although  MacLeish  continued  to  serve  President 
Roosevelt  at  the  Library  until  the  end  of  1944,  he 
apparently  had  expressed  a wish  to  leave  as  early 
as  the  summer  of  1943.  Responding  to  a letter  from 
MacLeish,  Roosevelt  wrote  on  June  9:  “.  . . I do 
appreciate  what  you  have  written  for  though  I wish 
you  could  keep  on  as  the  head  of  the  Library  of 
Congress.  I will  occasionally  bear  it  in  mind  to  keep 
a weather  eye  open.  It  is  going  to  be  difficult  and 
I honestly  believe  impossible  to  find  anybody  to  oc- 
cupy your  chair.” 

By  fall,  MacLeish  had  in  mind  a possible  suc- 
cessor. In  a confidential  letter  to  Roosevelt  on  No- 
vember 12,  he  suggested  Julian  Boyd,  librarian  at 
Princeton  University.  (Boyd  eventually  declined 
Roosevelt’s  offer  of  the  librarianship.)  “As  for  my- 
self,” MacLeish  wrote  in  that  letter,  “I  should  like 
my  resignation  to  take  effect  as  soon  after  Janu- 
ary 1,  1944,  as  possible,  but,  in  any  case,  before 
March.  I can  be  considerably  more  useful  in  back 
of  my  own  typewriter  than  back  of  a Library  desk, 
and  I want  to  get  into  the  fight  again  as  soon  as  I 
possibly  can.  The  time  seems  to  me  to  be  getting 
shorter,” 

But  MacLeish  was  not  to  return  to  his  typewriter 
for  some  time.  During  the  winter  1943-44,  Mac- 
Leish worked  on  a series  of  radio  broadcasts  for 
NBC’s  Inter-American  University  of  the  Air.  In 
March  he  went  to  London  as  a delegate  to  the  Con- 
ference of  Allied  Ministers  of  Education,  a fore- 
runner of  the  United  Nations  organization.  And,  in 
December  he  was  nominated  for  a new  post  at  the 
State  Department  as  assistant  secretary  of  state  in 
charge  of  public  and  cultural  relations. 

The  battle  over  MacLeish’s  confirmation  to  this 
new  position  was  even  more  acrimonious  than  that 
over  his  nomination  to  the  Library  five  years  earlier. 
The  attack  against  MacLeish  was  led  by  Senator 
Bennett  Champ  Clark,  who,  at  the  Senate  Foreign 
Relations  Committee  hearings  on  December  1 2 and 
13,  interrogated  the  poet  on  his  writings,  particu- 
larly his  early  verse.  ‘T  was  never  so  conscious  of  the 
effort  to  remove  the  word  poet  from  the  common 
vocabulary  . . .”  MacLeish  recalled  years  later.  “The 
word  poet  was  pronounced  with  a particular  into- 
nation by  a certain  Senator  from  Missouri.  . , . The 


implication  . . . being  that  this  man  regards  him- 
self as  a poet  and  this  obviously  disqualifies  him  not 
only  for  public  life,  but  for  those  sensible  conversa- 
tions ...  by  which  ordinary  men  communicate.” 
On  December  19,  the  Senate  confirmed  MacLeish’s 
appointment. 

With  his  confirmation  as  assistant  secretary  of 
state,  MacLeish  resigned  from  the  librarianship. 
The  news  that  MacLeish  was  staying  in  government 
service  compelled  President  Roosevelt  to  write  him 
this  note:  “I  think  it  is  thrilling  that  you  are  not 
leaving  us.  The  only  trouble  is  that  you  jump  from 
one  mausoleum  into  the  other.  This  is  not  meant  to 
be  derogatory  on  my  part,  for  both  the  Library  of 
Congress  and  the  Department  of  State  have  long 
and  honorable  histories.  This  ought  to  hold  you.” 

In  the  State  Department,  MacLeish  participated 
in  the  drafting  of  the  United  Nations  charter  at  the 
San  Francisco  conference  in  April  1945.  He  fol- 
lowed through  the  charter’s  ratification  by  the  U.S. 
Senate  that  summer  before  resigning  from  his  gov- 
ernment post  on  August  17.  He  had  submitted  his 
resignation  to  President  Truman  on  April  13,  the 
day  after  Roosevelt’s  death.  In  his  tribute  “April 
Elegy,”  MacLeish  expressed  his  feelings  and  those 
of  other  Americans:  “We  did  not  know  we  would 
weep  so  for  him.  . . . There  were  many  who  loved 
him,  but  even  those  who  loved  him  did  not  know.”°^ 

Before  retiring  to  his  New  England  farm  to  begin 
writing  again,  MacLeish  completed  his  work  with 
the  United  Nations.  In  1945  he  served  as  chairman 
of  the  U.S.  delegation  to  the  London  conference 
which  established  the  United  Nations  Educational, 
Scientific,  and  Cultural  Organization  (Unesco)  and 
composed  the  introduction  to  its  constitution.  The 
following  year  he  headed  the  American  delegation 
to  Unesco’s  first  general  conference  in  Paris. 

In  1949  MacLeish  returned  to  Harvard,  teaching 
until  1962  as  Boylston  Professor  of  Rhetoric  and 
Poetry.  The  following  year  he  was  appointed  Simp- 
son Lecturer  at  Amherst  College,  a post  from  which 
he  retired  in  1967.  In  the  30  years  since  he  left  gov- 
ernment service,  he  has  published  numerous  articles, 
plays,  and  collections  of  verse.  His  book  Collected 
Poems  1917—52  received  the  1953  Pulitzer  Prize  in 
Poetry  and  his  play  J.B.  received  the  Pulitzer  Prize 
in  Drama  in  1959. 

MacLeish  did  not  sever  his  connections  with  the 
Library  of  Congress  after  leaving  in  1944.  He  con- 
tinued his  interest  as  a fellow  in  American  letters. 
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The  ninth  and  eleventh  Librarians  of  Congress,  MacLeish 
(right)  and  L.  Quincy  Mumford,  on  December  4,  1956. 
LC-USP6-3149C 

serving  from  1949  to  1956.  When  Librarian  L. 
Quincy  Mumford  proposed  discontinuing  the  fel- 
lows program,  MacLeish  urged  that  the  Library 
“ought  in  some  way  to  hold  the  gains  made  in  the 
brief  years  in  which  the  Fellows  flourished.  It  would 
be  tragic  if  the  country’s  national  library  and  the 
country’s  writers  drifted  back  into  the  condition  of 
mutual  disinterest  which  obtained  fifteen  years 
ago.”  The  fellows  program  was  disbanded  in 
1957,  to  be  replaced  by  consultants  representing  a 


^ Martha  Hillard  MacLeish,  Martha  Hillard  MacLeish 
(1856—1947)  (Conway  ? Mass.:  Privately  printed,  1949). 
This  journal  kept  by  MacLeish’s  mother  provides  an  inti- 
mate view  of  their  family  life.  In  a foreword,  Archibald 
MacLeish  traces  the  history  of  his  Hillard  seafaring 
ancestors. 


broader  field  of  literature.  In  addition  to  recording 
his  poetry  for  the  Library’s  poetry  archives,  Mac- 
Leish has  presented  readings  from  his  works  in  the 
Coolidge  Auditorium,  most  recently  in  March  1976. 

MacLeish’s  few  but  fruitful  years  at  the  Library 
were  perhaps  best  summarized  by  the  10th  Libra- 
rian of  Congress,  Luther  Evans.  After  recounting 
MacLeish’s  achievements  in  the  1945  annual  re- 
port, Evans  concludes:  “In  these,  and  in  a myriad 
other  ways,  the  brush  of  the  comet  gave  a new  di- 
mension to  the  Library.  But  the  outstanding  charac- 
teristic of  that  brilliant  episode  is  not  the  fact  that 
so  much  was  consummated  in  so  short  a time,  but 
rather  that  there  is  now  so  little  to  repent.” 

LS 
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M.an  for  a New  Age 


by  William  J.  Sittig 


When  the  United  States  emerged  from  World 
War  II  as  perhaps  the  most  powerful  nation  on 
earth  and  the  undisputed  leader  of  the  democratic 
world,  it  soon  became  clear  to  most  thoughtful 
Americans  that  their  newly  acquired  position  of 
strength  required  the  assumption  of  new  responsi- 
bilities both  at  home  and  abroad.  The  American 
people  and  their  institutions  struggled  at  first  with 
varying  degrees  of  success  to  define  these  responsi- 
bilities in  terms  of  their  own  internal  democratic 
traditions  and  practices  and  their  role  in  the  inter- 
national arena.  This  struggle,  indeed,  continues  to 
the  present  day. 

The  Library  of  Congress  was  no  exception  in  this 
period  of  self-examination.  It  is  likely  that  there 
were  few  people  in  America  in  the  immediate  post- 
war years  who  were  as  qualified  to  lead  this  great 
cultural  institution  as  was  Luther  Harris  Evans.  A 
man  of  wide  vision,  committed  to  democratic  ideals 
and  international  harmony,  Evans  was  to  play  an 
influential  role  in  the  nation’s  and  the  world’s  af- 
fairs during  the  mid-20th  century. 

When  President  Truman  nominated  Evans  to  be 
Librarian  of  Congress  on  June  18,  1945,  he  chose 
a man  whose  entire  career  and  activities  up  to  that 


point  seemed  to  have  eminently  qualified  him  for 
the  position,  Evans’  early  years  had  not  been  easy, 
however.  He  was  born  on  October  13,  1902,  the 
son  of  Lillie  Johnson  and  George  Washington 
Evans,  at  his  grandmother’s  farm  near  Sayersville, 
Bastrop  County,  Texas.  His  father,  a railroad  sec- 
tion foreman  for  the  Missouri,  Kansas  and  Texas 
Railway,  soon  bought  some  acreage  in  the  vicinity, 
where  the  young  Luther  assisted  in  the  farm  chores 
and  in  caring  for  eight  younger  brothers  and  sisters. 
He  began  his  education  in  a one-room,  one-teacher 
schoolhouse  near  his  home  and  graduated  from 
nearby  Bastrop  High  School,  first  in  a class  of  seven. 

Evans  entered  the  University  of  Texas,  from 
which  he  received  a bachelor’s  degree  in  1924  and 
his  M.A.  a year  later.  His  major  subjects  were  polit- 
ical science  and  economics,  and  he  participated  in 
the  activities  of  the  debating  society  and  the  student 

Luther  Harris  Evans,  10th  Librarian  of  Congress,  1945— 
53.  Drawing  by  Lila  Oliver  Asher,  dated  February  15, 
1949.  LC-USZ62-58936 


William  J.  Sittig  is  technical  officer,  Research  Department. 


222 


Lir.RARIANS  OF  CONGRESS, 


1802^1974 


Luther  Evans 


223 


newspaper.  Evans  had  helped  finance  his  education 
at  the  University  of  Texas  by  hard  work  in  the  local 
cotton  fields  and  later  as  a part-time  instructor. 

Before  commencing  his  doctoral  studies,  Evans 
worked  his  way  by  ship  to  Europe  in  the  summer  of 
1924  to  study  the  governments  of  England,  France, 
and  Switzerland,  and  the  activities  of  the  League  of 
Nations.  The  new  international  organization  had  so 
intrigued  him  that  it  provided  the  subject  matter 
for  his  high  school  valedictory  address  as  well  as  his 
doctoral  dissertation.  On  returning  from  Europe, 
he  became  an  instructor  at  Stanford  University, 
where  he  oriented  freshmen  to  the  problems  of  citi- 
zenship and  studied  for  a doctorate,  which  he  was 
awarded  in  political  science  in  1927.  His  disserta- 
tion, “The  Mandates  System  and  the  Administra- 
tion of  Territories  under  C Mandate,”  showed 
early  evidence  of  his  careful  attention  to  facts  and 
details  and  an  optimistic  faith  in  the  work  of  inter- 
national organizations — characteristics  that  would 
mark  his  future  endeavors. 

During  the  Stanford  years,  Evans  married  Helen 
Murphy,  who  had  been  a fellow  student  of  his  at  the 
University  of  Texas.  Mrs.  Evans,  dignified  and  en- 
ergetic, was  to  effectively  assist  her  husband  as  a 
hostess  and  an  active  participant  in  his  professional 
concerns  throughout  his  career.  They  have  one  son. 
Gill  Coffer,  who,  like  his  father,  became  a political 
scientist. 

In  1927,  after  receiving  his  Ph.D.,  Evans  taught 
government  at  New  York  University  for  a year  and 
then  political  science  at  Dartmouth  College  from 
1928  to  1929.  He  next  received  an  appointment  to 
an  assistant  professorship  of  politics  at  Princeton 
University,  where  he  served  until  1935.  Besides 
teaching,  Evans  wrote  numerous  articles  and  book 
reviews  for  professional  journals  on  politics,  colo- 
nial administration,  and  international  relations.  He 
began  work  on  his  book  The  Virgin  Islands,  From 

One  of  the  aims  of  the  Historical  Records  Survey  was  to 
locate  and  organize  documentary  and  archival  materials 
often  housed  in  the  most  deleterious  conditions.  Masked 
HRS  workers,  upper  left,  inventorying  records  in  a sub- 
cellar below  river  level  in  New  York  City.  A survey  worker, 
upper  right,  culling  old  materials  in  the  Utah  County 
Courthouse,  Ogden,  Utah.  Luther  Evans,  HRS  director, 
helping  a worker  identify  a glass  negative  from  the  C.  M. 
Bell  photographic  collection  in  an  old  barn  in  Lanham, 
Md..  below.  Work  Projects  Administration,  photos  no. 
69-N-14841-C,  no.  69-N-22192-C,  and  no.  69-N-2975 
in  the  National  Archives. 


Naval  Base  to  New  Deal,  a detailed  study  of  the 
United  States’  administration  of  the  islands  from 
1917  to  1935." 

Evans’  career  was  then  to  take  a new  course,  in- 
volving him  in  an  activity  for  which  he  seemed  to 
have  had  little  preparatory  background  or  relevant 
experience.  When  his  teaching  contract  at  Prince- 
ton was  not  renewed,  perhaps  because  of  his  in- 
volvement in  politics,^  Evans  journeyed  to  Wash- 
ington to  draft  plans  for  a nationwide  archival  sur- 
vey, an  undertaking  that  was  to  evolve  into  the 
Historical  Records  Survey  sponsored  by  the  Works 
Projects  Administration.  Evans’  name  had  been 
suggested  to  Harry  Hopkins,  chief  administrator  of 
the  WPA,  by  Raymond  Moley,  professor  of  public 
law  at  Columbia  University  and  a member  of 
Roosevelt’s  “brain  trust.”  Moley  had  become  ac- 
quainted with  Evans  through  one  of  the  latter’s 
students  at  Princeton  and  believed  that  he  would 
be  just  the  person  for  this  new  enterprise. 

Evans  attacked  his  new  assignment  with  gusto. 
After  consulting  with  representatives  of  the  Na- 
tional Archives,  the  American  Council  of  Learned 
Societies,  the  National  Park  Service,  and  others 
familiar  with  earlier  plans  and  projects,  he  submit- 
ted outlines  of  the  purpose  of  the  survey  and  the 
method  of  administration,  a proposed  budget,  and 
a recommendation  for  the  appointment  of  an  ad- 
visory committee  on  surveys  of  state  and  local  ar- 
chives to  assist  the  administrator.^  On  October  1, 
1935,  Evans  was  appointed  to  the  technical  staff 
of  the  Washington  office  of  the  wpa  as  “supervisor 
of  historic  projects”  and  an  initial  funding  of  just 
over  $1  million  was  made  available  the  next. month. 
The  Historical  Records  Survey  was  soon  placed  un- 
der the  aegis  of  the  Federal  Writers’  Project  and, 
when  this  relationship  proved  unsatisfactory,  Evans 
convinced  the  wpa  directors  that  the  survey  should 
be  an  independent  unit  of  Federal  Project  One,  that 
unit  of  the  wpa  which  administered  the  programs 
on  art,  writing,  music,  and  theater.  This  arrange- 
ment lasted  until  the  Emergency  Relief  Adminis- 
tration Act  of  1939  abolished  Washington-based  op- 
erations, permitting  only  state  and  local  projects. 
Later  that  same  year  Evans  resigned  as  national 
director  of  the  survey  to  assume  new  responsibilities 
at  the  Library  of  Congress. 

The  faith  that  Moley  and  Hopkins  had  had  in 
Evans’  abilities  was  not  misplaced.  In  his  four  years 
as  supervisor  of  the  survey,  Evans  gave  ample  evi- 
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dence  of  the  administrative  and  professional  com- 
petence he  was  to  bring  to  his  later  positions.  In 
many  ways  this  was  unexpected.  For,  as  one  chroni- 
cler of  the  Federal  Project  One  recognized,  “his 
professional  career  before  1935  gave  him  no  special 
claim  to  consideration  in  the  field  of  archives  and 
archival  administration,  and  he  was  untried  as  an 
administrator.”^  He  not  only  secured  the  independ- 
ence of  his  office,  assembled  an  energetic  and  dedi- 
cated young  staff,  and  maintained  good  working 
relations  with  professional  associations  and  other 
interested  groups  but  also  established  effective  liai- 
son and  control  over  the  state  units  and  was  able 
to  keep  the  man-year  costs  of  the  program  at  an  ac- 
ceptably low  level.  For  all  of  these  reasons,  the  His- 
torical Records  Survey  was  never  subjected  to  the 
sometimes  violent  public  and  congressional  criti- 
cism directed  against  the  other  Federal  Project  One 
programs. 

Under  Evans’  stewardship,  the  survey  made  sig- 
nificant contributions  toward  the  nationwide  inven- 
torying of  public  and  church  records,  manuscripts, 
and  imprints.  All  the  programs  were  sponsored  on 
the  local  level,  utilizing  unemployed  white-collar 
workers,  and  operated  under  archival  procedures 
established  in  Washington.  The  organization,  re- 
cording, and  preserving  of  documents  was  done  for 
the  purpose  of  making  these  materials  more  widely 
accessible  for  research  purposes.  Some  of  the  signifi- 
cant projects  undertaken  by  the  survey  were  inven- 
tories of  county  archives,  the  Early  American  Im- 
prints Inventory — later  edited  by  the  Library  of 
Congress  and  incorporated  into  the  National  Union 
Catalog — an  annotated  bibliography  of  American 
history,  and  a manuscripts  program.  The  last  was  of 
special  interest  to  Evans,  who  helped  devise  the 
cataloging  rules  that  became  the  basis  for  the  prep- 
aration of  the  National  Union  Catalog  of  Manu- 
script Collections  by  the  Library  of  Congress. 
Speaking  before  the  Pennsylvania  Federation  of  His- 
torical Societies  in  1938,  Evans  explained  why  he 
attached  so  much  importance  to  the  manuscript 
program : 

Historians  must  come  more  and  more  to  a recognition  of 
the  fact  that  the  vital  approach  to  history  is  not  through 
general  movements,  but  through  the  lives  of  individuals, 
the  lives  of  small  communities,  and  the  lives  of  business 
and  other  groups.  It  is  the  development  of  individual  and 
group  endeavor  over  a period  of  yea^rs  with  which  we  must 
concern  ourselves  rather  than  arbitrarily  delineated  sub- 
jects and  topics  which  are  in  reality  fabrications  of  the 
human  imagination.^ 


Perhaps  sensing  the  intent  of  Congress  to  abolish 
the  Washington-based  leadership  structure  of  the 
WPA  programs  under  Federal  Project  One,  Evans 
had  by  mid- 1939  strengthened  the  direction  of  the 
survey’s  projects  at  the  state  and  local  levels.  In  ef- 
fect, he  had  worked  himself  out  of  a job.  But  the 
success  of  his  administration  of  the  Historical  Rec- 
ords Survey  and  his  outgoing,  pleasant  manner  were 
not  to  go  unnoticed. 

In  September  1939,  he  met  for  the  first  time  the 
newly  appointed  Librarian  of  Congress,  Archibald 
MacLeish,  who  soon  asked  him  to  serve  as  his  direc- 
tor of  the  Legislative  Reference  Service.  He  had 
served  in  that  capacity  for  less  than  a year  when  he 
was  named  Chief  Assistant  Librarian  and  for  awhile 
was  simultaneously  director  of  the  newly  formed 
Reference  Department.  Evans  also  served  as  Acting 
Librarian  during  MacLeish’s  absences  for  govern- 
mental wartime  assignments  and  after  the  Librar- 
ian’s resignation  on  December  19,  1944,  to  become 
assistant  secretary  of  state  in  charge  of  public  and 
cultural  relations.  So  Evans  was  no  stranger  to  the 
Library  when  he  ascended  to  the  librarianship  and, 
indeed,  had  been  an  active  participant  in  the  insti- 
tution’s development  during  MacLeish’s  compre- 
hensive reorganization  of  the  Library  into  functional 
departments. 

Evans  was  sworn  in  as  10th  Librarian  of  Con- 
gress on  June  30,  1945 — nearly  two  months  after  the 
surrender  of  Germany  and  three  months  before 
Japan’s  capitulation.  He  realized  early  in  his  ad- 
ministration that  the  end  of  the  war  had  catapulted 
the  United  States  into  a new  and  different  world, 
and  its  institutions,  including  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress, would  have  to  assume  new  leadership  respon- 
sibilities. Writing  in  the  Washington  Sunday  Star  in 
late  1945,  Evans  explained: 

For  the  Library  of  Congress,  as  a part  of  the  state,  an 
era  has  ended;  a new  era  begins.  It  is  necessary  to  bear  in 
mind  the  fact  that  our  civilization  has  been  threatened 
with  destruction,  and  to  remember  that  destruction  has 
been  avoided  only  through  an  unprecedented  mobilization 
of  man’s  knowledge  of  himself  and  his  environment.  . , . No 
spot  on  the  earth’s  surface  is  any  longer  alien  to  the  inter- 
est of  the  American  people.  No  particle  of  knowledge 
should  remain  unavailable  to  them.® 

To  revitalize  and  augment  the  Library’s  collec- 
tions and  to  expand  its  services  in  light  of  the  new 
situation  were  the  immediate  aims  of  the  new  Li- 
brarian. He  and  his  staff  went  to  work  analyzing 
the  actual  work  situation  and  the  arrearages  which 
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This  jocular  depiction  by  Clifford  K.  Berryman,  Pulitzer 
prizewinning  cartoonist  for  the  Washington  Evening  Star, 
was  typical  of  the  favorable  popular  reaction  to  President 
Truman’s  choice  of  Evans  to  succeed  Librarian  MacLeish. 
LC-USZ62-58935 

had  accumulated  during  the  war  years  and  project- 
ing the  necessary  budget  increases  for  acquisitions, 
higher  salaries,  and  expanded  services.  The  result 
of  these  studies  was  a lengthy  report,  “Justification 
of  the  Estimates,  Library  of  Congress,  Fiscal  Year 
1947,”  which  Evans  considered  “the  most  impor- 
tant state  paper  to  issue  from  the  Library  since  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  Library  Organization 
in  1802.”  ^ The  careful  work  that  had  gone  into 
the  preparation  of  the  justification  notwithstanding. 
Congress  was  in  no  mood  to  accept  the  request  for 
$9,756,852,  an  amount  almost  twice  that  appro- 
priated to  the  Library  for  fiscal  1946.  The  Congress 
did  grant  $6,069,967  in  fiscal  1947,  including  sub- 
stantial increases  for  the  Copyright  Office,  the  Leg- 
islative Reference  Service,  and  a motion  picture 
project,  but  allowed  no  additional  sums  for  the  pur- 
chase of  library  materials  and  the  expansion  of  other 
basic  activities.  Part  of  the  reason  for  the  extensive 
cut  from  the  requested  sum  was  the  desire  of  Con- 
gress to  reduce  all  federal  expenditures  following  the 
war.  More  importantly  for  the  Library,  in  its  report 
on  the  1947  budget  proposals  the  House  Committee 
on  Appropriations  suggested  “the  need  for  a deter- 
mination as  to  what  the  policy  of  the  Library  of 
Congress  is  going  to  be  in  the  way  of  expansion  and 
service  to  the  public  and  the  Congress.” 

This  need  for  a determination  of  policy  occupied 
Evans  for  a substantial  part  of  his  administration. 
As  a start  he  assigned  David  C.  Mearns,  director 
of  the  Reference  Department,  the  task  of  prepar- 
ing a historical  statement  on  the  Library  and  its 
activities.  The  result.  The  Story  up  to  Now,  was 
published  as  part  of  the  Librarian’s  annual  report 
for  1946  and  is  still  the  most  comprehensive  recent 


Representatives  of  professional,  learned,  and  scientific 
organizations  honored  the  Library  of  Congress  on  its  150th 
anniversary  at  a black-tie  banquet  on  December  12,  1950, 
at  the  Mayflower  Hotel  in  Washington,  Participating  in 
this  sesquicentennial  celebraton  were,  left  to  right,  Milton 
E.  Lord,  master  of  ceremonies  and  retiring  president  of  the 
American  Library  Association,  Herbert  Putnam,  Librarian 
Emeritus,  and  Librarian  Evans.  LC-USZ62-58938 
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history  of  the  Library  of  Congress.  Next  he  ap- 
pointed a Planning  Committee,  chaired  by  Keyes  D. 
Metcalf,  the  director  of  Harvard  University  Li- 
brary, and  composed  of  distinguished  librarians, 
government  officials,  and  private  scholars,  to  con- 
sider the  functions  of  the  Library  and  especially  its 
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Librarian  Evans  looks  on  while  Chief  Justice  Fred  M. 
Vinson  and  President  Truman  examine  a leaf  of  the  Con- 
stitution on  display  in  the  Library  of  Congress.  The  Presi- 
dent and  the  Chief  Justice  had  participated  in  the  cere- 
monies on  Constitution  Day,  September  17,  1951,  marking 
the  completion  of  special  measures  taken  to  preserve  the 
Declaration  of  Independence  and  the  Constitution.  Evans 
observed  in  his  annual  report  for  1952:  ‘‘The  story  of  the 
preservation  of  these  documents  appealed  to  the  country’s 
imagination.  But  only  the  most  deluded  could  attach  more 
importance  to  their  physical  well-being  than  to  the  pres- 
ervation of  the  principles  for  which  they  stand.  The 
Library  will  be  no  less  devoted  to  those  principles  when 
the  documents  symbolizing  them  are  no  longer  in  our 
custody.”  In  December  1952  the  Declaration  and  Con- 
stitution were  transferred  to  the  National  Archives. 
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role  for  the  future.  The  committee  submitted  its 
report  in  March  1947  to  Evans,  who  transmitted 
it  to  appropriate  Congressmen  and  committees.  The 
report  outlined  a future  program  for  the  Library  in 
terms  of  service  to  the  Congress,  other  federal  agen- 
cies, local  libraries,  learned  institutions  and  organi- 
zations, the  business  community,  and  individuals 


and  described  the  kinds  of  collections  which  the  Li- 
brary ought  to  maintain.®  It  is  unclear  what  Con- 
gress thought  about  this  effort  and  its  conclusions 
about  the  Library’s  role — it  was  never  fully  consid- 
ered or  even  discussed  with  the  Librarian. 

Despite  Evans’  attempts  to  explain  his  plans  for 
the  Library,  Congress  never  came  to  share  his  broad 
view.  It  is  true  that  appropriations  regularly  rose 
each  year — with  the  exception  of  1948 — but  these 
increases  were  largely  absorbed  by  mandatory  pay 
hikes  and  higher  prices  for  books  and  other  materi- 
als over  which  the  Library  had  no  control.  Never- 
theless, the  Library  did  not  stop  growing  during  the 
Evans  years  and  he  was  able  to  initiate,  albeit  on  a 
smaller  scale  than  he  would  have  wished,  many  of 
the  projects  he  felt  were  necessary.  Evans,  it  must 
be  remembered,  was  no  stranger  to  austerity  meas- 
ures. The  Historical  Records  Survey  was  one  of  the 
most  cost-effective  and  efficient  programs  of  the 
WPA  and  always  had  to  operate  within  a tight 
budget. 

When  President  Truman  told  Evans  of  his  inten- 
tion to  appoint  him  to  the  librarianship  he  gave  him 
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several  specific  directives.  The  day  after  his  inter- 
view at  the  White  House,  Evans  interpreted  the 
President’s  instructions  in  a letter  to  a friend:  “He 
[the  President]  wants  the  Library  to  give  service  to 
Congress,  but  he  wants  it  also  to  be  ‘the  Library  of 
the  United  States’  and  give  increased  service  to  the 
little  libraries  all  over  the  country.”  ® 

The  first  of  these  objectives  had  been  of  special 
concern  to  Evans  from  the  time  he  had  been  ap- 
pointed director  of  the  Legislative  Reference  Serv- 
ice. Although  separate  funds  had  been  appropriated 
for  service  to  Congress  since  1915  and  a separate 
staff  had  been  created  for  dealing  exclusively  with 
legislative  matters,  it  was  not  until  1946  that  the 
existence  of  the  Legislative  Reference  Service  as  a 
separate  unit  within  the  Library  and  its  functions 
and  relations  to  Congress  were  definitively  recog- 
nized by  legislation.  The  Legislative  Reorganization 
Act  of  1946,  specifically  section  203,  established  “in 
the  Library  of  Congress  a separate  department  to 
be  known  as  the  Legislative  Reference  Service”  and 
outlined  its  activities.  The  act  authorized  the  ap- 
pointment of  senior  specialists  in  agriculture,  eco- 
nomics, housing,  and  other  broad  fields  of  interest 
to  Congress.  These  specialists  were  to  prepare  ana- 
lytical reports  on  important  policy  matters  and  be 
available  to  the  committees  of  Congress  for  con- 
sultation and  special  assignments.  Evans  insisted 
that  all  work  for  Congress  should  be  of  the  highest 
quality  and  completely  objective  and  nonpolitical. 
It  was  mainly  due  to  the  high  standards  which  he 
set  that  Congress  came  to  rely  more  and  more  heav- 
ily on  the  Library’s  services  and  favored  the  Legis- 
lative Reference  Service  with  increased  appropria- 
tions, proportionately  higher  than  were  provided 
for  other  Library  activities. 

Although  he  had  a difficult  time  in  convincing 
Congress,  Evans  strongly  believed,  as  did  President 
Truman,  that  the  Library  of  Congress  was  the  “Li- 
brary of  the  United  States.”  He  was  certain  that  his 
conception  of  the  Library’s  role  was  simply  a con- 
tinuation of  the  policies  firmly  established  by  his 
predecessors  from  at  least  the  time  of  Ainsworth 
Rand  Spofford.  If  anything,  Evans’  conception  of 
the  Library’s  role  was  in  worldwide  terms.  In  no 
other  area  was  the  enlarged  scope  of  his  concerns  to 
be  as  evident  as  in  the  development  of  the 
collections. 

During  the  MacLeish  years,  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress had  been  obliged  to  direct  a large  proportion  of 


Luther  Evans  draped  in  a tribal  blanket  presented  to  him 
at  a ceremony  on  the  Oklahoma  reservation  of  the  Otoe 
Indians  in  November  1946.  Evans  had  accompanied  Julian 
Boyd,  Princeton  University  librarian  and  editor  of  the 
Thomas  Jefferson  Papers,  to  receive  a photostat  copy  of  a 
letter  written  in  French  by  Jefferson  to  Chief  Standing 
Buffalo  in  1806  as  a friendly  gesture  following  the  Loui- 
siana Purchase.  Cornell  Capa,  Time-Life  Picture  Agency, 
Copyright  Time,  Inc.  LC— US Z62— 58939 


its  resources  and  energies  toward  assisting  the  na- 
tional war  effort.  Special  research  projects,  extended 
services  to  federal  agencies,  and  even  the  enor- 
mous task  of  evacuating  sizeable  parts  of  the  collec- 
tions to  remote  storage  areas  throughout  the  country 
had  diverted  the  Library’s  attention  from  its  more 
traditional  activities  and  curtailed  the  amounts  of 
monies  available  for  the  growth  of  the  collections. 
More  importantly,  the  demands  placed  on  the  Li- 
brary during  these  years  had  revealed  large  gaps 
and  deficiencies  in  the  collections.  Evans  illustrated 
the  problems  in  an  article  in  the  Washington  Sun- 
day Star. 
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Luther  Evans  participating  in  a ceremony  to  honor  Texas 
war  dead  in  Arlington  Cemetery  on  Corpus  Christi  Day, 
March  2,  1951.  His  interest  in  his  native  state  was  only 
one  of  a broad  range  of  concerns  he  actively  pursued  while 
Librarian  of  Congress.  LC—USZ62— 58940 


Its  [the  Library’s]  weather  data  on  the  Himalayas  had 
assisted  the  air  force  to  cross  the  “hump”  but  the  want  of 
early  issues  of  the  Voelkische  Beobachter  prevented  the 
transmission  of  the  first  auguries  of  Naziism,  and  the  fail- 
ure of  satisfactory  coverage  of  the  plans  of  European  cities 
resulted  in  the  destruction  of  a few  great  intel- 
lectual monuments. 

In  other  words,  the  lesson  which  the  war  has  taught  us 
is  the  lesson  that,  however  large  our  collections  may  now 
be,  they  are  pitifully  and  tragically  small  in  comparison 
with  the  demands  of  the  Nation.^” 

Evans  personally  believed  that  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress was  only  half  the  size  it  should  be  to  adequately 
perform  its  national  obligatons.  Indeed,  this  was 
perhaps  the  principal  reason  for  his  hefty  budget 
requests  for  fiscal  1947. 

Evans’  assessment  of  the  situation  was  based  on 
his  experiences  during  the  war  years  as  well  as  his 
own  investigations.  At  the  request  of  the  American 
Council  of  Learned  Societies,  he  prepared  a study 
of  the  Library  of  Congress  and  other  large  Ameri- 
can research  libraries  from  1939  to  1945.^^  He  re- 
viewed the  activities  of  these  institutions,  emphasiz- 
ing collaborative  efTorts  and  the  great  increase  in  the 
use  of  the  newer  technologies  such  as  microfilm  and 
motion  pictures.  He  further  noted:  “The  war  has 
emphasized  how  interdependent  is  the  world  of 
scholarship  and  how  greatly  we  had  been  relying 
upon  acquisitions  from  other  countries  to  support 
advanced  research  in  America.”  The  Library  of 
Congress,  with  the  help  of  military  and  other  gov- 
ernment agents,  had  been  able  to  maintain  a some- 

Luther  Evans  and  Lord  Inverchapel,  British  ambassador 
to  the  United  States,  with  the  Lacock  Abbey  copy  of 
Magna  Charta.  In  gratitude  for  the  Library’s  safekeeping 
of  the  Lincoln  Cathedral  copy  of  the  Great  Charter  during 
World  War  II,  the  British  Museum  permitted  the  loan 
of  the  Lacock  Abbey  copy  to  the  Library,  where  it  was 
formally  placed  on  exhibit  for  two  years  on  Bill  of  Rights 
Day,  December  15,  1946.  The  Lacock  Abbey  copy  is  be- 
lieved to  be  the  only  extant  perfect  copy  of  the  1225 
charter  of  King  John’s  son  and  successor,  Henry  III,  and 
retains  the  original  green  wax  seal.  It  was  this  copy  of 
Magna  Charta  which  was  transcribed  by  Sir  William  Black- 
stone  into  his  Commentaries  (1765),  a work  which 
greatly  influenced  the  framers  of  the  U.S.  Constitution. 
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what  steady  flow  of  acquisitions  from  abroad,  but 
it  was  not  nearly  enough. 

Evans  placed  much  emphasis  on  securing  mate- 
rials while  they  were  current  and  obtainable.  Blan- 
ket order  arrangements  with  foreign  dealers  were 
initiated.  Priced  exchange  agreements  for  the  inter- 
national exchange  of  official  publications,  and  par- 
ticipation in  various  cooperative  arrangements,  such 
as  the  Farmington  Plan,  all  helped  fill  the  Library’s 
shelves  with  foreign  research  materials.  Another  sig- 
nificant activity  in  this  direction  was  the  organiza- 
tion of  special  projects  to  microfilm  manuscripts  and 
other  valuable  cultural  resources  in  foreign  reposi- 
tories. Copies  of  the  manuscript  collections  in  St. 
Catherine’s  Monastery  on  Mt.  Sinai,  selected  ar- 
chives of  the  Japanese  Foreign  Office,  and  the  offi- 
cial gazettes  of  the  Mexican  states  were  added  to 
the  Library’s  collections  and  made  available  to  the 
American  research  community. 

Evans’  eflforts  were  unstinting  in  making  the  ba- 
sic documents  of  foreign  cultures  available  to  Amer- 
ican scholars.  But  he  strongly  believed  that  the 
original  source  materials  belonged  in  the  countries 
of  their  creation.  In  1949  Evans  announced  a pol- 
icy later  described  in  his  annual  report  for  1953  (p. 
12)  : “the  Library  would  not  buy  or  accept  as  a gift, 
except  under  terms  that  permitted  its  restitution, 
any  document  that  appeared  to  have  been  removed 
from  another  country  in  violation  of  its  laws  govern- 
ing the  protection  of  cultural  resources.”  As  a conse- 
quence, Evans  initiated  the  restitution  of  several 
important  manuscripts  to  their  countries  of  origin. 
On  Columbus  Day  1952  the  Library  returned  a let- 
ter of  Christopher  Columbus,  written  in  Seville  in 
1504,  to  the  labrary  of  the  Real  Academia  de  la 
Historia  in  Madrid,  from  which  it  had  disappeared 
during  the  Spanish  Civil  War, 

Cultural  reparation  was  a principle  Evans  fol- 
lowed in  private  as  well  as  public  actions.  He  took 
great  satisfaction  in  delivering  to  the  Archbishop  of 
Canterbury  and  the  director  of  the  British  Museum 
“Alice’s  Adventures  Under  Ground,”  Lewis  Car- 
roll’s  handwritten  book  which  was  the  forerunner 
of  his  great  classic.  As  a personal  gesture,  Evans  had 
been  able  to  arrange  for  the  purchase  of  the  manu- 
script “Alice’s  Adventures”  at  a public  sale  with  the 
assistance  of  Lessing  J.  Rosenwald  and  A.  S.  W. 
Rosenbach  and  other  donors  of  private  funds.^® 

Although  the  war  period  had  exposed  the  weak- 
ness of  the  foreign  materials  collections  of  the  Li- 
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The  Librarian  and  Mrs.  Evans  greeting  Jodo  Neves  da 
Fontoura,  minister  of  foreign  affairs  of  Brazil,  at  a recep- 
tion held  in  the  Hispanic  Room  of  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress for  the  foreign  ministers  of  the  American  republics, 
who  luere  meeting  in  Washington  in  the  spring  of  1951 . At 
the  right  is  Mauricio  Nabuco,  Brazilian  ambassador  to  the 
United  States.  During  the  Evans  administration,  numerous 
distinguished  foreign  visitors  were  invited  to  the  Library  of 
Congress.  LC-USP6-1742C 


Luther  Evans  with  a facsimile  of  Queen  Victoria’s 
April  29,  1865,  letter  of  condolence  to  Mrs.  Abraham 
Lincoln,  written  on  the  occasion  of  the  death  of  the  Presi- 
dent. When  Princess  Elizabeth  visited  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress in  1951  she  was  especially  interested  in  the  letter  from 
her  great-great-grandmother.  As  a gesture  of  international 
goodwill,  the  Library  had  a facsimile  of  the  letter  made 
for  Queen  Elizabeth  II,  which  Dr.  Evans  presented  at 
Buckingham  Palace  on  November  4,  1952.  LC—USP6- 
6659A 
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brary,  Evans  put  no  less  emphasis  on  the  acquisition 
of  Americana.  Besides  relying  on  the  operation  of 
the  copyright  laws  and  expanding  domestic  ex- 
change programs,  he  actively  sought  and  encour- 
aged the  receipt  of  gifts.  Among  the  distinguished 
American  collections  acquired  between  1945  and 
1953  were  the  papers  of  Orville  and  Wilbur  Wright, 
Cordell  Hull,  Frederick  Law  Olmsted,  Gen.  John  J. 
Pershing,  and  Owen  Wister;  musical  manuscripts 
of  John  Philip  Sousa  and  George  Gershwin;  Alfred 
Whital  Stem’s  collection  of  Lincolniana;  an  early 
motion  picture  collection  presented  by  Mary  Pick- 
ford;  and  the  personal  library  of  President  Wood- 
row  Wilson.  Other  gifts  received  during  the  Evans 
years  which  have  helped  place  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress among  the  most  important  repositories  of  our 
cultural  heritage  were  the  Giant  Bible  of  Mainz, 
presented  by  Lessing  J.  Rosenwald;  Leonard  Keb- 
ler’s  Cervantes  collection;  the  manuscript  of  W. 
Somerset  Maugham’s  novel  Of  Human  Bondage; 
the  collection  of  original  manuscripts,  letters,  and 
autographed  first  editions  of  Hans  Christian  An- 
dersen, presented  by  Mr.  and  Mrs.  Jean  Hersholt; 
and  autograph  manuscripts  and  other  materials  in- 
cluded in  the  Rachmaninoff  Archives,  given  to  the 
Library  by  the  great  Russian  composer’s  widow. 

During  the  Evans  administration,  the  Library’s 
collections  increased  an  amazing  28  percent,  from 
about  24.9  million  items  on  June  30,  1945,  to  31.6 
million  in  mid- 1953.  This  despite  congressional  re- 
straints on  the  appropriations  available  for  the 
purchase  of  Library  materials.  But  the  truly  out- 
standing feature  of  the  period  was  the  quality  of  the 
materials  acquired.  It  would  be  difficult  to  identify 
any  comparable  stage  of  the  Library’s  history  in 
which  the  resources  available  to  serve  the  nation’s 
research  needs  were  so  dramatically  and  richly 
augmented. 

Evans  realized,  of  course,  that  increased  acqui- 
sitions alone  were  useless  without  a concomitant  ef- 
fort to  process  the  materials  and  then  make  them 
available  to  users.  Not  only  were  the  control  prob- 
lems intensified  by  the  huge  influx  of  materials  dur- 
ing his  tenure,  but  there  was  a massive  backlog  of 
unprocessed  materials  which  had  accumulated  dur- 
ing the  war  years.  Early  in  his  administration,  ad- 
dressing a group  of  midwestern  librarians  on  the 
problems  of  the  Library  of  Congress,  Evans  ac- 
knowledged the  situation:  ‘T  think  the  controls  we 
have  had  in  the  past  are  quite  inadequate,  not  nec- 


essarily as  to  quality,  but  rather  as  to  a combination 
of  quality,  coverage  and  timeliness.  The  cataloging 
and  bibliographic  work  now  done  in  libraries  is  not 
to  be  relied  upon  to  give  the  complete  and  current 
control  of  published  material  which  our  objective 
requires.” 

In  order  to  effect  this  control,  Evans  proposed  a 
10-year  project  to  eliminate  backlogs  and  provide 
access  to  the  staggering  amount  of  current  receipts. 
He  was  never  able  to  obtain  sufficient  funds  to  hire 
the  staff  to  fulfill  these  objectives  and,  as  a result, 
new  methods  of  simplified  cataloging  were  imple- 
mented. Rules  for  limited  cataloging  were  adopted 
and  many  older,  lesser  used  materials  were  given  a 
form  of  temporary  control  termed  “Priority  4” 
treatment.  The  adoption  of  new  cataloging  arrange- 
ments and  changing  imbedded  habits  was  not  an 
easy  task.  Addressing  a librarians’  conference  in 
1946,  Evans  explained  some  of  the  difficulties  of 
the  catalogers  and  how  he  attempted  to  overcome 
them: 

The  catalogers  have  been  in  a tough  psychological  spot, 
and  have  responded  sometimes  with  irritability  and  poor 
spirit.  But  the  fault  was  primarily  the  fault  of  the  admin- 
istrators who  failed  to  give  the  catalogers  a clear  idea  of 
what  their  job  was — what  values  they  were  to  relinquish 
to  achieve  larger  production,  etc.  I am  convinced  that  firm 
and  democratically-arrived-at  answers  to  the  cataloging 
problems  can  be  found,  and  that  there  need  be  no  special 
psychological  problems  in  the  cataloging  area.^^ 

Evans  was  also  concerned  with  developing  a ra- 
tionalized set  of  standards  for  the  description  of 
library  materials — standards  which  would  be  ef- 
fective, simple,  and  useful  to  the  national  library 
community  as  well  as  the  Library  of  Congress.  With 
the  assistance  of  an  advisory  committee  representing 
varied  library  interests,  the  Library  issued  in  1949 
the  Rules  for  Descriptive  Cataloging  in  the  Library 
of  Congress,  a milestone  in  the  codification  of  li- 
brary processing  standards.  Aware  of  the  increasing 
importance  of  special  materials,  Evans  encouraged 
the  development  of  cataloging  rules  for  sound  re- 
cordings, motion  pictures,  filmstrips,  books  for  the 
blind,  manuscripts,  prints,  and  photographs. 

American  libraries  had  come  to  rely  heavily  on 
the  Library’s  schedules  for  the  classification  of  li- 
brary materials.  Consequently,  much  effort  was  de- 
voted during  Evans’  administration  to  the  revision 
and  updating  of  many  of  them,  most  notably  in  the 
fields  of  medicine  and  military  science.  A new  sched- 
ule, Class  K,  for  law  materials  was  proposed  and, 
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vvith  the  aid  of  the  American  Association  of  Law  Li- 
braries, a start  was  made  in  1952  toward  the  de- 
velopment of  a law  classification  scheme. 

As  a means  of  providing  greater  access  to  the 
cataloging  records  maintained  in  card  trays  at  the 
Library  of  Congress — -a  need  strongly  felt  by  librar- 
ians and  researchers — a program  to  publish  the  Li- 
brary’s catalog  cards  in  book  form  was  adopted.  The 
Cumulative  Catalog  of  Library  of  Congress  Printed 
Cards  appeared  in  1947,  followed  by  other  similar 
catalogs  of  books  and  special  materials  such  as  films, 
maps,  and  music. 

Increased  attention  was  also  paid  to  other  means 
of  bibliographical  control.  Control  of  serials  received 
first  priority.  A Serial  Record  Division  was  estab- 
lished in  1953  to  handle  the  annual  receipt  of  more 
than  two  million  serial  pieces.  During  the  war  pe- 
riod these  publications  had  assumed  added  impor- 
tance for  defense-related  research  and  as  primary 
sources  for  keeping  abreast  of  the  latest  develop- 
ments in  the  fields  of  science  and  technology.  The 
Library  published  New  Serial  Titles,  the  first  sup- 
plement to  the  Union  List  of  Serials,  and,  in  co- 
operation with  other  institutions,  union  lists  of  news- 
papers of  Latin  America  and  the  Soviet  Union. 

To  improve  the  service  of  the  Library’s  expanding 
collections  to  its  users  was  a prime  objective  which 
Evans  had  hoped  to  attain  with  increased  appropri- 
ations. Although  funds  were  never  sufficient  for  this 
purpose,  several  modest  but  significant  steps  were 
taken  to  expand  reference  services.  In  the  eight 
years  of  Evans’  administration  the  number  of  read- 
ers using  the  Library’s  collections  nearly  doubled, 
with  much  of  the  increased  demand  coming  for  ma- 
terials dealing  with  science  and  technology  and 
those  areas  of  the  world — such  as  the  Soviet  Union, 
East  Asia,  and  Africa — of  increasing  importance  to 
the  United  States. 

Evans  took  a personal  interest  in  the  establish- 
ment of  a science  division.  The  Library  already  had 
a strong  science  collection  but  lacked  the  specialist 
staff  to  fully  interpret  it  to  users.  Thomas  Jefferson’s 
personal  library,  purchased  by  the  Library  in  1815, 
contained  nearly  500  scientific  items.  To  this  modest 
beginning  were  added  the  Smithsonian  deposit,  ini- 
tiated in  1866,  the  publications  of  numerous  U.S. 
federal  agencies,  and  the  materials  received  by  inter- 
national exchange.  The  Library’s  science  collections 
were  acknowledged  as  the  most  diversified,  if  not  the 
largest,  in  the  United  States.  In  1948,  Evans  re- 


marked that  “.  . . the  Library  feels  that  it  is  justi- 
fied in  considering  itself  as  the  National  Library  of 
Science  as  well  as  the  National  Library  generally.” 

A small  Science  Division  was  finally  created  in  June 
1949  and  three  years  later  a Technical  Information 
Division  was  organized  to  provide  research  and  doc- 
umentation services  on  contract  for  the  Defense  De- 
partment. During  this  period,  Evans  also  worked 
out  an  arrangement  with  the  Department  of  Agri- 
culture Library  and  the  Army  Medical  Library,  rec- 
ognizing these  institutions  as  the  national  libraries 
in  the  fields  of  technical  agriculture  and  clinical 
medicine,  respectively. 

Creation  of  two  small  divisions,  one  dealing  with 
European  affairs  and  the  other  with  the  Slavic  coun- 
tries, and  the  addition  of  a Korean  specialist  to  the 
staff  of  the  Orientalia  Division  strengthened  the  Li- 
brary’s area  studies  programs.  Evans  expanded  the 
cultural  role  of  the  Library  by  the  creation  of  a 
Folklore  Section  in  the  Music  Division,  the  initia- 
tion of  a series  of  recordings  of  distinguished  poets 
and  authors  reading  their  works,  arranging  for  the 
public  broadcast  of  the  Library’s  concerts,  and  en- 
couraging a broader  and  more  imaginative  exhibits 
program.  Of  special  note  in  the  last  category  was 
the  series  of  exhibits  honoring  important  anniver- 
saries in  the  history  of  the  states.  Other  reference 
services  encouraged  by  Evans  were  various  coopera- 
tive bibliographic  projects,  primarily  in  support  of 
scientific  research,  and  the  publication  of  numerous 
guides  on  specific  subjects  and  collections.  The  Cata- 
logue of  the  Library  of  Thomas  Jefferson,  edited  by 
E.  Millicent  Sowerby,  was  prepared  during  this 
period. 

A listing  of  all  the  activities  and  achievements  of 
the  Library  of  Congress  during  the  Evans  years 
would  be  a lengthy  task.  Even  a cursory  perusal  of 
the  annual  reports  of  the  Librarian  of  Congress 
from  1945  to  1953  reveals  that  this  was  a period, 
perhaps  unparalleled  in  the  Library’s  history,  of 
enormous  vitality  and  accomplishment.  Verner 
Clapp,  Evans’  Chief  Assistant  Librarian,  noted, 
“There  is  no  doubt  that  it  was  the  personality  of 
the  Librarian  that  set  the  pace  of  this  pressure  for 
accomplishment.  His  own  long  hours  and  merciless 
schedule  were  known  to  all.”  Evans  was  untiring 
in  his  efforts  to  make  the  Library  of  Congress  an 
exciting  place  at  which  to  work  as  well  as  to  ex- 
ploit its  full  potential  in  serving  its  various  con- 
stituencies. He  expected  the  staff  to  be  equally 
enthusiastic. 
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Evans  took  special  pride  in  his  efforts  to  encour- 
age the  staff  and  include  them  as  much  as  possible 
in  the  management  process.  He  was  a firm  believer 
in  “democratic  participation.”  Writing  as  guest  col- 
umnist in  a local  newspaper,  Evans  stressed  the  im- 
portance of  good  morale  in  achieving  high  produc- 
tivity and  enunciated  the  three  principles  on  which 
he  operated : 

First,  the  various  members  of  the  staff  of  an  organiza- 
tion . . . must  be  made  to  feel  that  there  is  within  the 
group  an  equality  of  treatment  on  the  basis  of  merit  for 
all  the  members  of  the  group. 

There  must  be  no  discrimination  unrelated  to  the  merits 
of  a person’s  performance  and  his  attitude  based  upon  dif- 
ferences of  sex,  or  of  race,  or  of  religion. 

The  second  great  principle  is  that  all  members  of  the 
group,  with  variations  of  degree  in  terms  of  differences  of 
ability  and  assignment,  should  be  invited  to  participate  in 
some  appropriate  way  in  the  process  of  deciding  . . . upon 
the  goals  of  the  staff  activities,  upon  the  major  policies 
of  organization  and  procedure,  and  upon  the  major  poli- 
cies to  be  followed  in  attempting  to  reach  the  established 
goals.  . . . 

In  my  opinion  there  is  also  a third,  most  important, 
basis  of  staff  morale.  This  is  an  adequate  system  of  com- 
munication of  information  to  the  staff  members.^® 

As  MacLeish’s  chief  assistant  he  originated  the 
practice  of  regular  meetings  with  department  direc- 
tors and  other  officers.  Later,  as  Librarian,  he  ex- 
panded this  concept  by  including  staff  members  at 
all  levels  in  the  consultation  process.  The  staff  had 
never  before  been  so  involved  in  advisory  groups, 
luncheons,  and  professional  associations  as  they  were 
in  the  Evans  years.  The  Librarian  himself  kept  the 
staff  constantly  informed  of  his  official  activities  by 
detailed  accounts  in  the  weekly  Information  Bulle- 
tin. The  Library  was  cited  by  the  Federal  Personnel 
Council  in  1952  as  a paradigm  for  government  agen- 
cies in  the  application  of  democratic  principles  tO' 
administrative  practices. 

Evans  approached  with  equal  energy  President 
Truman’s  second  directive,  to  increase  the  Library’s 
service  to  the  “little  libraries  all  over  the  country.” 
Not  only  by  expanding  the  Library’s  cooperative  ef- 
forts and  consulting  on  a regular  basis  with  library 
representatives  but  also  by  touring  the  country  ex- 
plaining the  Library’s  activities  and  services  did 
Evans  seek  to  meet  this  objective.  In  1949  he  told 
the  Texas  Friends  of  Libraries,  “One  of  my  chief 
goals  since  I came  to  the  Library  of  Congress  has 
been  to  strengthen  and  increase  the  services  it 
jointly  performs  with  libraries  throughout  the  coun- 
try. ...  I conceive  the  relationship  of  the  Library 


of  Congress  to  the  public  libraries  of  America  as  a 
relationship  of  partners.” 

Evans,  of  course,  was  sincere  in  his  commitment 
to  the  strengthening  of  libraries  throughout  the  na- 
tion but  he  also  realized  that  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress, because  of  its  limited  resources,  could  not 
provide  all  the  services  on  a nationwide  basis  that 
perhaps  it  should.  He  strengthened  those  services  of 
the  Library  of  Congress  on  which  the  American  li- 
brary community  had  come  to  rely,  such  as  the  card 
distribution  program  and  the  National  Union  Cata- 
log. But  he  also  encouraged  the  growth  of  specialized 
collections  in  individual  libraries  and  the  expansion 
of  regional  programs,  and  he  urged  local  libraries 
not  to  rely  on  the  government  to  build  federal 
branch  libraries  or  establish  interagency  loan  cen- 
ters supported  by  federal  funds.  He  believed  the  fed- 
eral government  should  do  much  more  for  the 
nation’s  libraries,  but  his  own  experiences  with  Con- 
gress had  chastened  him  to  the  realization  that  it 
might  be  wiser  to  rely  on  local  initiative.^® 

Although  not  a librarian  by  education,  Evans 
was  assiduous  in  his  attention  to  national  library 
activities.  The  American  Library  Association,  which 
had  staunchly  and  unsuccessfully  opposed  the  ap- 
pointment of  his  predecessor,  was  reluctant  to  stand 
against  Evans.  The  fact  that  he  had  been  appointed 
from  the  ranks  of  the  staff — Spofford  had  been  the 
only  other  Librarian  with  prior  experience  in  the 
institution — might  have  helped  assuage  their  fears. 
In  any  case,  Evans  was  in  frequent  demand  as  a 
speaker  before  various  library  groups  and  he  was 
always  a useful  ally  in  the  fight  for  common  goals. 

Librarianship  and  libraries  were  not  the  only 
topics  of  concern  to  Evans.  He  toured  the  country 
tirelessly  and  wrote  numerous  articles  forcefully  stat- 
ing his  views  on  education,  censorship,  McCarthy- 
ism,  and  international  cooperation.  If  one  common 
theme  or  guiding  philosophy  can  be  found  through- 
out Evans’  expressions  it  was  his  belief  in  the  free 
flow  of  ideas,  a concept  seriously  threatened  in  the 
mid-20th  century.  Typical  of  his  concerns  were  the 
words  Evans  wrote  in  1949 : 

We  have  lived  in  an  age  when,  in  the  mouths  of  vicious, 
perverse  and  cunning  men,  false  words  corrupted  and 
degraded  and  destroyed.  It  is  a duty,  perhaps,  indeed,  the 
principal  duty  of  this  generation  to  restore  the  dignity,  the 
confidence,  the  influence,  the  benignity  of  words.  Unless  we 
can,  we  shall  be  confronted  with  intellectual  and  moral 
famine.  Starved  minds  and  starved  spirits  breed  totalitar- 
ianism and  madness  just  as  bitterly  and  suddenly  and  in- 
exorably as  do  hungry  stomachs.  Minds  can  atrophy.^ 


234 


LIBRARIANS  OF  CONGRESS,  1802-1974 


yiMCD 

^UBLlCATi 


(OmtiU 

mnt  \ 


m A FREE  WORLD 


Luther  Evans,  chairman  of  the  U.S.  National  Commission 
for  Unesco,  goes  over  the  annual  meeting  agenda  with 
Eleanor  Roosevelt  at  the  second  session,  October  3,  1952, 
in  Washington.  Congress  created  the  commission  to  advise 
government  officials  on  United  Nations  activities.  United 
Press  photograph.  LC-USZ62— 58937 


And,  in  1951,  speaking  to  librarians  in  California  on 
the  American  situation : 

The  most  serious  threat  to  free  libraries  at  home  is  the 
threat  of  censorship.  . . . [The  censors]  are  willing  to  deny 
the  whole  concept  of  freedom  in  order  to  strike  a blow 
against  ideas  which  they  find  unwholesome.  Such  people 
are  generally  rather  emotional  and  not  very  well  led  and 
it  is  possible,  usually,  to  thwart  them  with  a clear  and 
firm  statement  and  the  courageous  maintenance  of  prin- 
ciple. This  we  must  do  if  we  are  serious  about  the  relation 
of  free  libraries  to  a free  world 


It  was  the  achievement  of  international  under- 
standing, however,  that  was  to  significantly  attract 
his  attention.  From  his  early  interest  in  the  League 
of  Nations  to  his  support  as  Librarian  of  Congress 
of  international  cooperative  effort,  he  never  lost  in- 
terest in  international  affairs.  In  November  1945 
MacLeish,  as  assistant  secretary  of  state,  asked 
Evans  to  be  a member  of  the  United  States  delega- 
tion to  the  London  conference  which  established  the 
United  Nations  Educational,  Scientific  and  Cul- 
tural Organization  as  an  important  component  of 
the  fledgling  United  Nations  structure.  After  this 
organization  was  officially  created,  Evans  served  in 
various  capacities  as  delegate  to  the  General  Con- 
ference, member  of  the  Executive  Board,  and  mem- 
ber and  chairman  of  the  United  States  National 
Commission  for  Unesco.  As  head  of  the  Library  of 
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Congress,  Evans  involved  the  staff  in  the  new  or- 
ganization’s activities,  particularly  in  relation  to  the 
problems  of  standardization  of  bibliographical  con- 
trols and  the  development  of  the  Universal  Copy- 
right Convention.  In  addition,  he  devoted  more  and 
more  of  his  time  to  addressing  American  audiences 
encouraging  them  to  support  Unesco  and  its  pro- 
grams for  peace. 

In  the  early  1950’s,  Evans  was  devoting  almost 
as  much  attention  to  Unesco  matters  as  he  was  to 
those  of  the  Library  of  Congress.  He  believed  that 
the  programs  and  purposes  of  the  two  institutions 
paralleled  each  other  in  so  many  mutually  beneficial 
ways  that  there  was  no  serious  conflict  of  interest. 
But  there  was  a conflict  in  the  amount  of  time  he 
could  spend  on  the  two  activities.  This  problem 
came  out  into  the  open  during  the  House  Appro- 
priations Committee’s  budget  hearings  in  March  of 
1952  when  Evans  was  attending  a Unesco  executive 
board  meeting  in  Paris.  Two  members  of  the  com- 
mittee, Christopher  C.  McGrath  of  New  York  and 
Walt  Horan  of  Washington,  suggested  that  Evans 
“get  another  job  some  place.”  Horan  bluntly  stated, 
“He  is  not  running  the  Library.  Perhaps  he  should 
be  associated  with  the  State  Department.”  Although 
Clapp,  who  was  representing  the  Library  at  the 
hearings,  strongly  defended  Evans  as  a man  who 
worked  18  hours  a day  and  weekends  and  kept  in 
constant  touch  with  the  Library  during  his  absences, 
some  Congressmen  were  never  completely  convinced 
that  Evans  was  effectively  fulfilling  his  responsibili- 
ties on  Capitol  Hill.^^ 

It  did  not  come  as  a total  surprise  15  months  after 
the  McGrath-Horan  attacks  when  Evans  decided  to 
devote  his  full  energies  to  the  cause  of  Unesco.  On 
July  1,  1953,  at  an  extraordinary  session  of  the  Gen- 
eral Conference,  he  was  elected  as  the  third  direc- 
tor-general of  Unesco  and  tendered  his  resignation 
to  President  Eisenhower  to  be  effective  July  5. 

Evans’  term  as  director-general  from  1953  to 
1958  came  at  a critical  point  in  Unesco’s  develop- 
ment. He  had  been  preceded  by  two  eminent  per- 
sonalities, Julian  Huxley,  British  scientist  and  in- 
tellectual, and  Jaime  Torres  Bodet,  Mexican  diplo- 
mat, educator,  and  writer.  Although  both  these  men 
lent  their  great  personal  prestige  to  the  develop- 
ment of  the  organization  and  significantly  laid  its 
ideological  foundation,  neither  of  them  was  particu- 
larly effective  at  management  and  coordination.  So, 
Evans’  experience  of  nearly  20  years  as  a profes- 


sional administrator  weighed  heavily  in  favor  of  his 
appointment  even  though  there  was  strong  opposi- 
tion to  him  as  an  American  citizen.  At  that  time 
Americans  headed  four  of  the  other  specialized 
United  Nations  agencies  and  many  member  states 
feared  the  direction  of  United  States  policies  during 
the  McCarthy  period. 

Evans’  years  as  director-general  were  marked  by 
efficient  administration,  close  personal  liaison  with 
the  member  states,  and  the  launching  of  several  ma- 
jor programs.  Although  no  less  committed  to  the 
ideals  of  Unesco  than  his  predecessors,  he  was  less 
ambitious  in  his  proposals  and  stressed  long-range 
needs  rather  than  dramatic  crash  programs.  In  his 
presentation  speech  before  the  UN  General  Assem- 
bly he  expressed  his  approach,  emphasizing  a new 
focus  on  indirect  action ; 

It  is  fair  to  say  that  . . . Unesco’s  budget  does  not  allow 
it  to  abolish  illiteracy  everywhere  or  to  make  the  benefits 
of  science  or  of  culture  available  to  all  people  by  direct 
means.  Some  direct  action  we  can  take  as,  for  example, 
when  we  train  groups  of  selected  fundamental  education 
workers  to  train  larger  groups  in  their  own  countries  . . . 
but  our  main  line  of  action  consists  in  facilitating  and 
stimulating  government  action  by  our  member  States.  . . 

Evans  applied  many  of  the  same  techniques  of 
administration  which  had  proved  successful  at  the 
Library  of  Congress.  He  encouraged  democratic 
participation  at  both  the  headquarters  level  and 
through  the  use  of  an  elaborate  structure  of  out- 
side advisory  committees  and  professional  consul- 
tants. But  working  with  an  international  staff 
presented  new  kinds  of  difficulties. 

Throughout  his  administration  he  was  confronted 
with  the  need  to  balance  the  rights  of  the  Ameri- 
can members  of  the  Unesco  staff  with  the  loyalty 
procedures  and  orders  issued  from  Washington.  He 
had  to  decide  which  qualities  were  most  important 
in  the  organization’s  personnel.  Reviewing  in  1963 
some  of  the  management  problems  of  Unesco,  he 
stated : 

It  is  my  view  that  Westerners  have  grossly  exaggerated 
the  priorities  deserved  by  efficiency,  good  organization, 
clear  procedures,  clear  definitions  of  authority,  limited 
span  of  control,  and  similar  criteria.  More  emphasis  should 
be  given  to  the  important  target;  namely,  achieving  a sit- 
uation as  to  personnel  that  permits  the  right  attitudes  and 
ideas  to  govern  the  operations.  At  the  stage  it  had 
reached  ten  years  ago,  what  Unesco  really  needed  was 
a good  representation  in  its  work  of  the  different  ideas, 
attitudes,  and  cultural  approaches  existent  in  the  mem- 
ber states. 
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...  a wide  representation  of  the  inefficient  and  under- 
developed peoples  in  the  secretariat  is  absolutely  essen- 
tial to  the  good  of  the  Organization.”’ 

A significant  innovation  in  Unesco’s  programs 
under  pA^ans  was  agreement  to  the  concept  of  major 
projects.  Involving  a number  of  countries  and  vari- 
ous disciplines  and  extending  over  many  years,  these 
projects  differed  significantly  from  the  more  tra- 
ditional programs  of  the  agency.  In  1957  work 
began  on  three  major  projects — arid  zone  scientific 
research,  Latin  American  rural  education,  and 
East-West  cultural  exchange. 

Other  achievements  of  Unesco  from  1953  to 
1958  were  the  1956  agreement  on  the  protection 
of  cultural  property  in  the  event  of  war;  the  addi- 
tion of  a new  area  of  concern — the  peaceful  uses 
of  atomic  energy;  closer  cooperation  with  other 
UN  agency  projects,  such  as  the  Expanded  Program 
of  Technical  Assistance;  the  integration  of  the 
Soviet  Union  into  the  organization’s  activities; 
and  the  establishment  of  the  Universal  Copyright 


Convention  Evans  took  special  pride  in  the  last 
accomplishment,  for  he  had  long  worked  for  its 
creation  as  a member  of  the  United  States  National 
Commission  for  Unesco. 

In  his  post-Unesco  years,  Evans  has  continued 
to  lend  his  expertise  and  exuberance  to  numerous 
projects  and  organizations  concerned  with  interna- 
tional peace,  libraries,  and  education.  Immediately 
after  returning  from  Paris  he  attempted  to  spend 
a few  years  of  relaxation  in  Texas,  but  he  was  soon 
called  upon  to  serve  as  a consultant  for  the  inter- 
national studies  program  at  his  alma  mater  in 
Austin.  In  1959  he  became  director  of  a study  of 
federal  department  libraries  for  the  Brookings  In- 
stitution. The  final  report  of  the  study  recom- 
mended among  other  things  the  transfer  of  the 
Library  of  Congress,  except  for  the  Legislative  Ref- 
erence Service,  to  the  executive  branch  and  the 
establishment  of  a Federal  Library  Council.  Only 
the  latter  has  become  a realitv,  in  the  form  of  the 
Federal  Library  Committee,  which  works  toward 


Luther  Evans,  director-general 
of  Unesco  from  1953  to  1958, 
presents  a gift  of  $24,000  to 
John  B.  Coulter,  agent-general 
of  the  UN  Korean  Reconstruc- 
tion Agency,  at  a ceremony  on 
October  12,  1954,  at  the  UN 
Headquarters  in  New  York. 
Unesco  and  the  UN  Women’s 
Guild  collected  these  funds  to 
establish  a children’s  ward  in 
Korea  for  war  casualties.  Also 
present  at  the  ceremony  were, 
back  row,  left  to  right:  Benjamin 
Cohen,  assistant  secretary-gen- 
eral of  the  United  Nations,  in 
charge  of  public  information, 
Mrs.  Honorio  Roight,  president 
of  the  UN  Women’s  Guild,  and 
Ben  C.  Limb,  permanent  ob- 
server of  Korea  to  the  United 
Nations.  Courtesy  of  the  United 
Nations. 
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improved  coordination  and  planning  among  the 
libraries  of  the  federal  government. 

After  directing  another  project — this  one  con- 
cerning the  educational  implications  of  automation 
for  the  National  Education  Association — Evans  re- 
turned to  academia  in  1962  as  the  director  of  the 
international  and  legal  collections  at  Columbia 
University.  He  devoted  much  of  his  attention  there 
to  the  development  of  a new  library  serving  the 
School  of  International  Affairs  and  retired  in  1971 


from  his  position  as  director  of  the  international 
collections.  Retirement  is  hardly  the  correct  word 
for  Luther  Evans’  current  status.  As  president  of 
World  Federalists  U.S.A.  and  an  active  participant 
in  such  groups  as  U.S.  People  for  the  United  Na- 
tions and  the  U.S.  Committee  for  Refugees^  he  is 
still  striving  to  promote  peace  and  international 
goodwill.  He  will  not  be  content  until  he  is  assured 
that  the  United  States  has  found  its  proper  place 
in  “the  new  world.” 
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Lawrence  Quincy  Mumford 

Twenty  Years  of  Progress 


by  Benjamin  E.  Powell 


Monday,  September  12,  1921,  dawned  clear  and 
bright  in  Pitt  County,  N.C.,  as  Lawrence  Quincy 
Mumford  prepared  to  leave  the  village  of  Hanrahan 
and  his  father’s  farm  for  Durham  and  Trinity  Col- 
lege. Most  of  the  tobacco  was  in,  but  the  cotton  and 
corn  remained  to  be  harvested.  Normally,  Quincy 
picked  cotton  and  pulled  corn  in  afternoons  after 
school  and  on  Saturdays,  so  the  farm  would  be 
short  one  hand  for  the  fall  harvest,  and  Grifton 
High  School  would  be  without  its  most  gifted  orator 
and  debater.  As  Mumford  climbed  aboard  the  Nor- 
folk and  Southern  passenger  train  in  Greenville,  the 
county  seat,  with  a tuition  scholarship  to  Trinity  in 
one  pocket  and  his  latest  high  school  medals  in  the 
other,  his  thoughts  and  hopes  for  the  future  did  not 
include  having  his  name  engraved  in  stone  in  Wash- 
ington as  the  eleventh  Librarian  of  Congress.  He 
was  following  his  brother  Grover,  who  was  gradu- 
ated the  previous  year,  to  the  small  Methodist  Col- 
lege which  would  shortly  become  Duke  University.^ 
His  immediate  goal  was  receiving  a college  educa- 
tion in  preparation  for  a teaching  position ; a career 
in  law  might  come  later. 

Changing  to  the  Southern  Railroad  in  Raleigh, 
the  state  capital,  Mumford  arrived  in  Durham  late 
that  afternoon.  Durham,  then  a town  of  about 


20,000  inhabitants,  was  a major  tobacco  manufac- 
turing center.  The  streetcar,  crowded  with  freshmen 
and  returning  upperclassmen,  took  Mumford  along 
Main  Street  from  the  station  to  the  college  and 
passed  the  manufacturing  plant  and  storage  ware- 
houses of  the  Liggett  & Myers  Tobacco  Company. 
From  the  open  windows  of  the  plant  drifted  the 
odor  of  tobacco  being  processed,  a sweet  redolence 
not  unlike  the  aroma  from  a barn  of  curing  Pitt 
County  tobacco.  In  the  1920’s  tobacco  curing  re- 
quired constant  attention  day  and  night,  and  Quin- 
cy took  his  turn  staying  all  night  at  the  barn  to  en- 
sure that  the  proper  temperature  was  maintained. 
Since  the  duties  never  completely  occupied  the  at- 
tendant’s time,  frequently  in  the  evenings  friends 
would  drop  by  for  a game  of  cards,  banjo  strumming 
and  singing,  or  a neighborly  visit.  As  the  car  rocked 
along  between  the  complex  of  buildings  made  fa- 
mous by  Chesterfield  cigarettes,  Quincy  must  have 

L.  Quincy  Mumford  in  his  tenth  year  as  Librarian  of 
Congress.  Photograph  courtesy  of  Harris  and  Ewing. 


Benjamin  E.  Powell  is  university  librarian  emeritus  of 
Duke  University. 
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The  Phi  Beta  Kappa  group  in  MumforTs  senior  year  at 
Duke  University,  from  The  Chanticleer  of  1925.  Julian  P. 
Boyd,  professor  of  history  at  Princeton  University  and 
editor  of  the  Papers  of  Thomas  Jefferson,  appears  on  the 
left,  the  third  from  the  top.  He  is  currently  serving  on  the 
Library  of  Congress  American  Revolution  Bicentennial 
Program  Advisory  Committee. 

remembered  the  old  tobacco  barn  with  a touch  of 
homesickness. 

Born  in  Hanrahan  in  Pitt  County,  N.C.,  on  De- 
cember 11,  1903,  Lawrence  Quincy  Mumford  was 
one  of  10  children  of  Jacob  Edward  and  Emma 
Luvenia  Stocks  Mumford.^  In  the  coastal  plain 
region  of  North  Carolina,  Pitt  County  has  long  been 
a prosperous  farming  area  where  cotton,  corn,  and 
tobacco  are  the  principal  crops.  Jacob  Mumford  was 
a successful  tobacco  farmer  who  depended  heavily 
upon  his  family  to  help  cultivate  and  harvest  the 
crops.  Although  each  son’s  departure  for  college  re- 
duced his  work  force,  he  shared  his  wife’s  determi- 
nation that  every  child  in  the  family  who  wished  a 
college  education  should  be  allowed  to  have  it. 
Quincy  worked  regularly  on  the  farm  when  school 
was  not  in  session,  but  during  slack  periods — rainy 
days  and  after  the  crops  were  “laid  by” — he  assisted 


at  the  Hanrahan  post  office,  which  was  run  by  his 
sister  and  brother-in-law  in  one  of  the  two  stores  in 
the  crossroads  village. 

Until  Mumford  went  to  high  school  in  Grifton, 
three  miles  away,  he  attended  a one-room — later 
two-room — school  in  Hanrahan.  Neither  the  ele- 
mentary school  nor  the  high  school  had  a library, 
and  the  nearest  public  library  was  75  miles  away  in 
Raleigh.  The  reading  material  available  to  him, 
therefore,  was  generally  limited  to  school  texts.  Not 
until  he  enrolled  in  Trinity  College  did  he  have  ac- 
cess to  many  books.  However,  material  for  debates 
and  orations  was  available  in  the  high  school  or 
through  the  extension  division  of  the  University  of 
North  Carolina.  Quincy  exploited  these  sources  and 
became  an  outstanding  debater  and  orator  in  Grifton 
High  School,  where  he  won  school  and  district  hon- 
ors as  well  as  the  praise  of  his  teachers  and  peers. 
He  played  baseball  in  high  school  and  later  devel- 
oped a passable  game  of  tennis.  A left-hander  all 
the  way,  he  could  have  capitalized  more  upon  his 
port-side  delivery  but  chose  instead  to  participate 
in  other  extracurricular  activities  as  he  maintained  a 
brilliant  academic  record.^ 

At  Trinity,  where  literary  societies  still  played 
large  roles  in  the  academic  and  social  life  of  the 
campus,  new  male  students  were  expected  to  visit 
each  of  the  two  societies  on  the  first  two  Saturday 
nights  of  the  school  term.  Those  wishing  to  join  a 
society  then  indicated  a choice  between  Columbia 
and  Hesperia.  Mumford  joined  the  Hesperian  So- 
ciety to  which  his  older  brother  had  belonged  and 
immediately  entered  into  its  activities.  He  partic- 
ipated in  three  debates  his  freshman  year,  winning 
the  coveted  Freshman  Debater’s  Medal,  three  his 
sophomore  year,  and  two  during  his  junior  year.  He 
began  to  appear  more  frequently  as  an  extempo- 
raneous speaker  his  last  two  years,  speaking  nine 
times  on  topics  ranging  from  “How  I Profit  From 
My  Swimming  Lessons”  to  “Reaction  and  Peace.” 
The  frequency  and  quality  of  his  activity  in  the  so- 
ciety’s programs  persuaded  the  Hesperians  to  award 
him  the  Hugh  Lyon  Carr  Medal  for  excellence  in 
public  speaking  and  debating  in  his  senior  year. 
Mumford’s  leadership  in  the  society  was  not  con- 
fined to  debating  and  public  speaking.  During  his 
four  undergraduate  years  he  served  as  secretary, 
historian,  vice  president,  and  president  and  repre- 
sented Hesperia  on  the  board  of  the  Chronicle,  the 
student  newspaper,  which  in  those  days  was  directed 
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by  the  two  societies.^  His  proclivity  for  entertaining, 
which  enlivened  social  gatherings  at  conferences  of 
librarians  through  the  years,  was  commented  upon 
in  the  Chronicle  of  April  4,  1925,  after  he  spoke  on 
the  solemn  topic  of  “Honesty,”  as  one  of  several 
extemporaneous  speakers  to  perform  at  a meeting 
of  the  Hesperian  Society.  Only  his  use  of  “scandal- 
ous illustrations,”  the  reporter  wrote,  prevented  the 
session  from  putting  the  members  to  sleep. 

Mumford’s  activities  and  honors  outside  the  so- 
ciety, except  for  his  participation  in  dramatics,  were 
associated  mainly  with  scholarship.  Before  grad- 
uating magna  cum  laude  in  1925,  he  won  freshman 
and  sophomore  honors,  sophomore  and  junior 
scholarships,  and  membership  in  the  Physics  Club 
and  90 1 9,  an  honorary  scholastic  society  open  to  ris- 
ing juniors  in  the  university.  He  was  among  10 
members  of  his  class  elected  to  Phi  Beta  Kappa  at 
the  end  of  three  years.  In  his  senior  year  he  became 
a member  of  the  Bachelors  Club,  a local  social 
fraternity  whose  roster  included  several  undergrad- 
uates distinguished  for  leadership  in  student  ac- 
tivities, scholarship,  and  athletics.  The  college  lacked 
a highly  developed  drama  department,  but  a tal- 
ented volunteer  director  enabled  a few  plays  to  be 
presented  each  year.  The  opportunity  for  student 
participation,  therefore,  was  limited.  Quincy  tried 
out  occasionally  and  in  his  senior  year  was  selected 
to  play  the  roles  of  the  marquis  de  Mirepoix  in 
Monsieur  Beaucaire  and  Bellerese  in  a widely  ac- 
claimed production  of  Cyrano  de  Bergerac.^ 

Creation  of  the  Duke  Endowment  by  James 
Buchanan  Duke  in  December  1924  with  a gift  of 
$80  million  led  to  the  establishment  of  Duke  Uni- 
versity around  the  86-year-old  college.  New  schools 
of  theology,  medicine,  forestry,  and  engineering  and 
the  formal  organization  of  a graduate  school  de- 
manded that  the  college  library  of  75,000  volumes 
be  strengthened  as  expeditiously  as  possible.  Library 
development  envisioned  growth  of  staff  as  well  as 
teaching  and  research  materials.  Mumford,  who 
had  worked  in  the  library  for  three  years  as  a stu- 
dent assistant,  was  encouraged  to  accept  a full-time 
position  in  the  library  while  studying  for  a master’s 
degree.  He  had  not  yet  considered  librarianship  as  a 
possible  career,  but  during  the  next  year  he  learned 
much  about  the  opportunities  for  bright  young  men 
in  university  librarianship  from  Louis  T.  Ibbotson, 
assistant  librarian,  who  recently  had  received  a 
degree  from  Columbia  University’s  School  of 


Library  Service.  He  could  scarcely  refuse  the  ap- 
pointment, since  it  would  enable  him  to  earn  a 
master’s  degree,  thus  improving  his  opportunity  for 
a teaching  position — his  goal  when  he  entered  col- 
lege— while  allowing  him  to  decide  whether  he 
wished  to  enter  librarianship.  For  his  master’s  study, 
which  could  have  been  pursued  in  education, 
English,  or  physics,  he  chose  English.  In  the  spring 
of  1928  Mumford  presented  his  completed  thesis 
entitled  “Recognition  and  Discovery  in  the  Com- 
edies of  Shakespeare.”  ® 

In  the  fall  of  the  same  year,  Mumford  had  com- 
pleted arrangements  to  enter  the  School  of  Library 
Service  at  Columbia  University.  While  he  made  no 
commitment  to  return  to  Duke  upon  completion  of 
his  studies,  he  was  assured  a position,  and  his  col- 
leagues hoped  he  would  return.  Actually,  Mumford 

This  illustration  of  the  Bachelors^  Club  appeared  in  1926  in 
The  Chanticleer,  during  Mumford’s  first  year  in  graduate 
school. 
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debated  with  himself  throughout  the  summer 
whether  to  choose  librarianship  as  a career.  Even 
the  thought  of  teaching  had  been  discarded  for  the 
moment.  Only  a few  days  before  leaving  for  Colum- 
bia he  conferred  with  tobacco  officials  about  a posi- 
tion in  one  of  the  local  plants  or  perhaps  in  a plant 
abroad.  College  acquaintances  employed  in  the  in- 
dustry were  then  in  Turkey,  where  much  of  the 
tobacco  indispensable  for  the  blends  was  grown.  The 
requirement  that  employees  agree  to  remain  over- 
seas for  a stipulated  period  probably  discouraged 
him  from  pursuing  a career  in  tobacco.  So,  in  Sep- 
tember 1928  he  joined  a group  of  young  men  and 
women — several  of  whom  were  to  achieve  distinc- 
tion in  librarianship — in  East  Hall,  the  small  red 
brick  building  which  then  served  as  the  administra- 
tive center  for  the  School  of  Library  Service.  He 
worked  part-time  in  the  school  library,  mostly  nights 
and  weekends,  minding  the  desk,  charging  out  books, 
shelving  books,  and  the  like.  Some  of  his  own  assign- 
ments could  be  completed  while  on  duty. 

Years  at  the  New  York  Public  Library,  1929-45 

Mumford  was  strongly  attracted  by  New  York 
City  and  the  New  York  Public  Library.  In  the  spring 
of  1929  he  accepted  an  offer  from  Keyes  Metcalf  to 
join  the  staff  at  Fifth  Avenue  and  42d  Street.  He 
began,  as  have  so  many  distinguished  librarians 
through  the  years,  as  a reference  assistant  in  the 
General  Information  Division  on  the  third  floor.  For 
two  years  he  answered  questions  across  the  desk 
and  by  phone,  assisted  with  use  of  the  card  catalog, 
and  directed  patrons  to  information  elsewhere  in 
the  library.  No  other  library  post  in  this  country 
provides  the  beginning  professional  librarian  wider 
knowledge  of  the  kinds  of  information  scholars,  re- 
search workers,  and  students  seek  or  greater  famili- 
arity with  a broad  range  of  sources  of  information. 
Mumford’s  decision  to  work  for  the  New  York 
Public  Library  remained  a happy  one  for  him  and 
the  library,  and  increasingly  he  shared  responsibility 
for  the  administration  of  that  great  institution  dur- 
ing his  16-year  tenure.’’ 

Shortly  after  he  joined  the  staff,  Quincy  met 
Permelia  Catherine  Stevens,  a children’s  librarian 
in  the  nypl  system.  They  were  married  on  October 
4,  1930.  Pam,  who  is  remembered  fondly  by  many 
librarians  and  acquaintances  of  the  Mumfords  as  a 
friendly  and  gracious  hostess,  died  in  1961.  Their 
only  child,  Kathryn,  attended  the  University  of 


Michigan  and  Mt.  Holyoke  College;  she  is  now  Mrs. 
Lawrence  Deane.  Later,  on  November  28,  1969, 
Quincy  married  Mrs.  Betsy  Perrin  Fox. 

At  Mumford’s  confirmation  hearing  in  the  Sen- 
ate, Metcalf  said  that  he  had  met  Mumford  more 
than  25  years  before  when  Mumford  was  studying  at 
Columbia  and  Metcalf  was  in  charge  of  the  central 
building  of  the  New  York  Public  Library. 

I offered  him  his  first  position  after  he  completed  his 
training,  and  he  started  out  by  doing  general  reference 
work  at  the  library’s  information  desk.  The  quality  of  his 
work  was  such  that,  4 years  later  when  a general  admin- 
istrative assistant  was  needed  in  the  office,  Mumford  was 
selected.  Three  years  later  when  the  largest  and  most  com- 
plex division  of  the  library,  the  catalog  division,  needed  a 
new  chief,  he  was  chosen.  ...  In  both  positions,  Mr.  Mum- 
ford’s success  was  outstanding.  ...  in  1940,  I was  a 
member  of  a group  that  was  called  in  to  advise  the 
Librarian  of  Congress  on  the  Library’s  reorganization.  We 
arranged  to  have  Mumford  lent  for  a year  ...  to  the 
Library  of  Congress  to  reorganize  the  processing  depart- 
ment, the  largest,  and  again  the  most  complex,  single 
department  in  this  Library.  He  did  this  difficult  and 
intricate  job  with  the  most  conspicuous  success  and  then 
went  back  to  New  York  where,  in  1943,  he  became  co- 
ordinator of  the  general  public  services  in  the  big  building 
at  42d  Street  and  Fifth  Avenue. 

In  a quiet  way  he  is  a man  of  forcefulness  who  gets 
things  done.  I do  not  hesitate  to  recommend  him  whole- 
heartedly for  the  position  for  which  he  has  been  nom- 
inated by  the  President.® 

Metcalf  also  said  he  considered  Mumford  the 
best  judge  of  people  he  had  ever  known.  His  ad- 
miration and  respect  for  Mumford’s  ability  were 
shared  by  his  distinguished  colleagues  Harry  M. 
Lydenberg  and  Paul  North  Rice,  both  of  whom  had 
served  as  head  of  the  Reference  Division  of  the  New 
York  Public  Library  and  president  of  the  American 
Library  Association. 

In  the  quiet,  effective  manner  that  characterized 
Mumford  throughout  his  professional  career,  he 
assumed  successively  the  positions  noted  by  Metcalf. 
His  experience  in  the  nerve  center  of  the  library, 
the  Main  Information  Desk,  equipped  him  ad- 
mirably for  participating  in  formulation  of  policy 
for  administering  the  library  and  directing  the  ac- 
tivities of  such  departments  as  Cataloging  and  Prep- 
arations, both  closely  associated  with  user  access  to 
materials.  It  was  his  aim,  he  said,  “to  see  that  readers 
obtained  the  assistance  and  information  which  they 
desire,  and  to  emphasize  constantly  the  importance 
of  courteous  service.”  ^ 

As  chief  of  Preparations,  Mumford  organized 
procedures  and  devised  methods  of  expediting  the 
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hundreds  of  thousands  of  publications  in  all  lan- 
guages that  flowed  into  the  library.  The  director  of 
such  a program  must  understand  how  much  infor- 
mation the  user  needs  for  each  title  in  the  public 
catalog  and  the  maximum  the  library  can  afford 
to  provide,  while  making  materials  available  ex- 
peditiously and  at  low  cost.  Some  scholarly  and 
experienced  catalogers  want  the  users’  finding  list 
to  be  a complete  bibliographical  record,  and  a 
supervisor  who  can  direct  changes  requiring  aban- 
donment of  a long-standing  philosophy  must  have 
the  respect  and  confidence  of  his  staff.  Mumford’s 
sound  knowledge  of  all  aspects  of  acquisitions  and 
cataloging  and  his  demonstrated  concern  about 
staff  problems  enabled  him  to  convince  his  col- 
leagues of  the  practicality  and  necessity  of  the 
changes  he  proposed.  As  a consequence,  processing 
procedures  were  simplified  and  improved,  result- 
ing in  substantially  increased  production  and 
economies  in  time  and  money. 

During  1943  and  1944  Mumford  served  the  New 
York  Public  Library  as  coordinator  of  the  general 
services  divisions,  with  responsibility  for  seeing  that 
services  were  maintained  at  a high  level  notwith- 
standing wartime  inroads  upon  the  staff.  The  li- 
brary was  giving  extensive  assistance  to  the  armed 
forces  and  other  governmental  agencies,  and  it 
was  imperativ^e  that,  despite  the  shortage  of  man- 
power, there  be  no  breakdown  in  assistance  to  the 
public.  During  this  period  Mumford  also  assisted  in 
the  planning  of  an  extension  to  the  main  building 
to  provide  more  space  for  users  and  books. 

Mumford’s  varied  experience  in  New  York  was 
considerably  strengthened  and  extended  from  Sep- 
tember 1940  to  August  1941,  when  he  took  a leave 
of  absence  to  reorganize  and  coordinate  the  proc- 
essing divisions  of  the  Library  of  Congress  shortly 
after  the  end  of  Herbert  Putnam’s  40-year  term  as 
Librarian.  Despite  Putnam’s  distinguished  leader- 
ship, the  organization  and  procedures  of  the  Li- 
brary needed  overhauling.  Not  only  was  the  span  of 
control  excessive,  with  34  division  officers  reporting 
directly  to  the  Librarian,  but  about  1.5  million  of 
the  estimiated  collection  of  5.8  million  volumes  and 
pamphlets  in  the  Library  had  not  been  fully  proc- 
essed and  were  not  represented  in  the  Main  Cata- 
log.Archibald  MacLeish’s  advisers  singled  out 
Quincy  Mumford  as  librarianship’s  ablest  man  in 
the  area  of  cataloging  and  processing. 

During  this  period,  Mumford,  with  the  coopera- 


tion and  support  of  the  administration  and  the 
entire  staff  of  the  Library  of  Congress,  suc- 
ceeded in  revising  the  processing  methods  and 
procedures  and  streamlining  the  flow  of  work. 
In  effecting  the  recommended  reorganization,  the 
capabilities  of  hundreds  of  staff  members  had  to  be 
reevaluated  to  fit  them  into  positions  where  they 
could  be  most  effective.  Among  the  results  were  300 
appointments  and  promotions  and  a substantial 
increase  in  the  number  of  volumes  processed, In 
the  Librarian’s  1941  annual  report,  Archibald 
MacLeish  said  of  these  recommended  changes:  “Mr. 
Mumford  . . . has  effected  a minor — perhaps  a 
major — miracle  in  the  Processing  Department, 
where  he  has  not  only  administered  the  reorgani- 
zation of  the  divisions  involved,  but  directed  as 
well  the  renovation  and  improvement  of  many  of 
the  basic  technical  procedures.” 

Mumford  reported  that  the  Processing  Depart- 
ment was  reorganized  to  bring  into  it  all  divisions  of 
the  Library  that  previously  had  been  engaged  in 
processing  books,  pamphlets,  and  other  materials 
and  distributing  printed  cards.  To  move  toward  the 
objective  of  processing  adequately  and  expeditiously 
as  much  as  possible,  new  procedures  for  invoices 
and  vouchers  were  adopted,  a central  serials  file 
was  created  for  recording  at  one  point  all  incoming 
serials,  and  a central  process  file  containing  a rec- 
ord of  all  books  on  order  or  in  the  catalog  process 
was  estabished.  Administration  of  cataloging  was 
reorganized  to  abandon  the  two  divisions  of  cata- 
loging and  classification  in  favor  of  three : Descrip- 
tive Cataloging,  Subject  Cataloging,  and  Catalog 
Preparation  and  Maintenance.  The  functions  of 
cataloging  that  previously  had  rested  in  the  Card 
Division  were  transferred  to  Cataloging. 

Service  at  the  Cleveland  Public  Library,  1945-54 

As  the  trustees  of  the  Cleveland  Public  Library 
began  to  search  for  an  assistant  director  who  might 
succeed  Director  Clarence  Metcalf  upon  his  retire- 
ment a few  years  hence,  they  found  Mumford  to  be 
a lomcal  candidate.  There  were  few  men  of  his  stat- 

o 

ure  whose  experience  encompassed  all  aspects  of 
administration  in  a major  research  library:  infor- 
mation and  reference,  acquisition  and  cataloging, 
work  with  personnel,  planning,  and  participation  in 
hieh-level  decisions. 

During  Mumford’s  nine  years  in  Cleveland,  the 
budget  of  the  library  was  increased  92  percent.  As 
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assistant  director,  one  of  his  first  responsibilities  was 
to  study  the  processing  activities  which  were  dis- 
persed among  four  departments.  He  was  at  home 
with  such  problems,  since  he  had  wrestled  success- 
fully with  similar  challenges  not  only  at  New  York 
Public  and  the  Library  of  Congress  but  also  at  Co- 
lumbia University  and  the  Army  Medical  Library. 
From  the  beginning  he  assisted  in  preparing  the 
overall  budget  and  generally  was  responsible  for 
presenting  it  to  the  County  Budget  Commission. 

Upon  Mumford’s  appointment  as  director  of  the 
Cleveland  Public  Library,  his  thoughts  and  philos- 
ophy concerning  the  function  of  a great  public  re- 
search library  were  expressed  in  the  November  7, 
1950,  issue  of  the  Cleveland  News:  “The  first  func- 
tion should  be  as  a reliable  center  of  information 
and  an  educational  agency.  It  m_ust  supplement 
schools  . . . [and]  provide  a means  of  learning 
from  the  cradle  to  the  grave.”  The  library’s  respon- 
sibility is  “to  acquaint  people  with  the  library  and  to 
take  the  library  to  them.  We  must  find  more 
and  more  ways  to  do  the  latter.  If  we  find  television 
can  be  used  to  help  sell  the  library,  I am  for  it.” 
While  promoting  the  kind  of  service  the  library  had 
given  over  the  years,  Mumford  hoped  to  publicize 
the  library  and  its  facilities  on  some  kind  of  televi- 
sion program  which  would  describe  books  as  im- 
portant to  satisfactory  living.^^ 

Describing  the  new  director  as  dapper  and  neat- 
ly groomed,  the  News  reported  on  November  8: 
“The  Cleveland  Public  Library  seems  assured  of 
continuing  good  performance  and  progress  with 
[the]  appointment  of  L.  Quincy  Mumford.  The 
assistant  director,  who  came  here  five  years  ago,  is 
intimately  acquainted  with  the  administrative  prob- 
lems of  this  nationally-known  institution,  and  is  a 
man  with  a positive  concept  of  the  library  system’s 
importance.” 

Although  the  library’s  budget  was  increased  dur- 
ing Mumford’s  administration,  funds  did  not  permit 
expansion  of  the  main  library  or  construction  of  an 
annex  for  housing  little-used  books  and  some  non- 
public services  for  which  plans  had  been  prepared  by 
the  director  and  his  staff.  Available  funds  were  used, 
however,  for  improving  salary  schedules  to  meet 
changing  conditions.  Since  these  adjustments  were 
not  sufficient  to  satisfy  all  of  the  director’s  recom- 
mendations, Mumford  compensated  for  this  to  some 
degree  by  improving  vacation  and  sick  leave  bene- 
fits and  by  allowing  the  staff  more  input  in  policy 
at  the  advisory  level.  Meanwhile,  services  were  ex- 


tensively publicized  through  television,  and  the  lend- 
ing of  materials  was  increased  by  the  establishment 
of  a new  branch  and  the  institution  of  two  large 
bookmobiles.  The  television  programs  initiated  in 
1951,  estimated  to  reach  an  audience  of  60,000  per- 
sons, were  successful  in  their  purpose,  whieh  was  “to 
acquaint  the  community  more  fully  with  the  re- 
sources of  the  library  and  to  carry  educational  con- 
tent to  viewers  on  a variety  of  subjects  within  the 
framework  of  books.”  Mumford  regarded  the 
improvement  of  the  financial  status  of  the  library, 
in  which  his  ability  to  deal  with  appropriating 
bodies  played  a large  part,  his  rapport  with  the 
board  of  trustees,  the  increases  in  staff  salaries,  his 
relationship  with  the  union,  the  extension  of  serv- 
ices through  branches  and  bookmobiles,  the  in- 
auguration of  a film  circuit  and  a new  charging  sys- 
tem, and  the  general  growth  in  public  awareness  of 
the  library  as  some  of  his  major  aceomplishments  at 
Cleveland. 

Despite  the  impact  of  the  early  years  of  inflation 
which  followed  World  War  II,  Mumford  was  ad- 
ministering the  Cleveland  Public  Library  with  the 
kind  of  leadership  provided  by  two  of  his  predeces- 
sors, William  Howard  Brett  and  Linda  Eastman, 
when  he  was  nominated  for  the  post  of  Librarian  of 
Congress  in  1954.  His  professional  interests  and 
participation  in  the  life  of  the  city  were  evidence  of 
the  rapport  he  shared  with  professional  colleagues 
and  his  acceptance  by  the  community  at  large.  He 
was  elected  president  of  the  Cleveland  Library 
Club,  1946-47,  the  Ohio  Library  Association,  1947- 
48,  the  Library  Committee  of  the  Ohio  Post-war 
Planning  Commission,  1947—48,  and  the  Executive 
Committee  of  the  Cleveland  Occupational  Planning 
Commission,  1950-51.  Other  memberships  which 
brought  him  in  close  association  with  the  business 
and  social  leadership  of  the  city  included  the 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  the  Cheshire  Cheese  Club, 
the  Mid-Day  Club,  the  Cleveland  City  Club,  and 
the  Torch  Club.^® 

During  his  years  in  Cleveland,  Mumford’s  ac- 
tivities and  responsibilities  in  the  American  Library 
Association,  which  he  joined  in  1932,  were  increased 
as  he  assumed  the  chairmanship  of  such  commit- 
tees as  Photographic  Reproduction  of  Library  Ma- 
terials (1944-46)  and  Federal  Relations  (1950-52) 
and  the  Audiovisual  Board  (1952-53).  When 
ALA  held  its  annual  conference  in  Cleveland  in 
1950,  Mumford  acted  as  the  local  chairman.  Mean- 
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while  he  had  been  a director  of  the  Film  Council  of 
America  and  the  Great  Books  Foundation.  These 
activities,  together  with  his  articles  in  professional 
journals  and  his  participation  in  national  and  re- 
gional conferences,  brought  him  to  the  attention  of 
the  nominating  committee  of  ala  and  to  the  presi- 
dency of  the  association  in  1954-55. 

Mumford’s  election  to  the  presidency  of  the  associ- 
tion  over  Francis  St.  John,  the  director  of  the 
Brooklyn  Public  Library,  who  appeared  to  be  fa- 
vored in  the  race,  indicated  the  respect  for  him  that 
existed  at  all  levels  in  the  profession.  St.  John  had 
been  more  frequently  in  the  limelight  and  had 
created  a favorable  image,  but  Quincy’s  name  was 
familiar  to  the  multitude  of  members  engaged  in 
cataloging  and  acquisition  and  to  reference  li- 
brarians and  public  library  administrators,  all  of 
whom  knew  of  his  solid  contributions  in  New  York, 
Washington,  and  Cleveland.  As  president  of  the 
association,  Mumford  emphasized  the  role  of  the 
library  in  education  and  the  stimulus  ala  should 
give  libraries  and  librarians  in  promoting  reading 
and  learning. 

Library  of  Congress,  1954-74 

Quincy  Mumford  was  the  first  professionally 
trained  librarian  to  become  Librarian  of  Congress. 
Nominated  by  President  Eisenhower  on  April  22, 
1954,  and  confirmed  by  the  Senate  on  July  29,  he 
was  sworn  in  and  assumed  his  duties  on  September  1, 
two  months  after  accepting  the  gavel  as  president  of 
the  American  Library  Association.  Mumford  fol- 
lowed Librarians  Luther  H.  Evans,  1945-53,  Archi- 
bald MacLeish,  1939-44,  and  Herbert  Putnam, 
who  directed  the  Library  with  a tight  rein  from 
1899  to  1939. 

Congress  was  proud  of  the  Library  and  thought 
of  it  as  its  own.  Those  appointed  to  administer  the 
Library  were  expected  to  be  mindful  of  that  special 
relationship  and  to  be  willing  to  give  the  highest 
priority  to  the  needs  of  Congress.  Putnam  enjoyed 
an  easy  rapport  with  Congress  until  his  last  decade 
in  office,  but  neither  MacLeish  nor  Evans  made 
special  efforts  to  cultivate  friendly  relationships. 
Moreover,  their  outside  activities  diverted  much  of 
their  time  from  Library  of  Congress  business. 
MacLeish,  who  had  been  opposed  by  professional  li- 
brarians but  quickly  accepted  by  them  after  assum- 
ing office,  was  delegated  increasingly  by  President 
Roosevelt  to  represent  him  in  affairs  of  state:  first 


as  director  of  the  Office  of  Facts  and  Figures,  then 
as  assistant  director  of  the  Office  of  War  Infor- 
mation, and  later  as  representative  to  the 
early  meetings  of  Unesco.  When  finally  he  was 
named  assistant  secretary  of  state,  he  resigned  the 
librarianship.  Evans,  who  had  been  Chief  Assistant 
Librarian  under  MacLeish,  likewise  was  increasingly 
absent  from  his  office  and  Washington  on  matters 
having  no  immediate  relationship  to  the  Library.  He 
resigned  in  1953  to  become  director-general  of 
Unesco.  As  a consequence,  relations  between  the 
Library  and  Congress  deteriorated  until  finally  sup- 
port for  the  Library  suffered. 

Congress  wanted  Evans’  successor  to  be  more  re- 
sponsive to  its  needs  and  to  devote  his  full  time  to 
his  duties.  That  was  apparent  in  the  questions  asked 
Mumford  in  his  appearance  before  the  Senate  Rules 
and  Administration  Committee  for  confirmation 
hearings.  One  of  the  questions  was,  . . if  you 
found  that  the  Library  of  Congress  was  neglecting 
its  primary  duty — -that  for  which  it  was  estab- 
lished— that  of  service  to  the  Congress,  and  was 
going  into  other  fields  to  the  detriment  of  Congress, 
you  would  be  willing  to  correct  that  situation?” 

Mumford  understood  from  the  beginning  that 
one  immediate  aspect  of  his  responsibility  as  Li- 
brarian of  Congress  was  to  restore  the  confidence 
of  Congress  in  the  Library  and  its  administrators. 
His  responses  satisfied  the  committee,  and  published 
expressions  concerning  his  appointment  were  favor- 
able. He  was  approved  by  librarians  and  spokesmen 
for  the  world  of  books  and  publishing.  The  Ohio 
delegation  to  Congress  recommended  him  strongly. 
Representative  Frances  P.  Bolton  of  Ohio  said  of 
him: 

L.  Quincy  Mumford  [is]  a man  of  great  capacity  and 
experience.  We  in  Cleveland  are  regretting  our  loss.  But 
we  rejoice  that  in  this  larger  service  he  will  go  from 
strength  to  strength. 

There  is  no  doubt  but  there  is  need  of  a very  real 
housecleaning  in  the  Library  of  Congress  . . . the  Library 
has  fallen  into  patterns  of  inefficient  and  unwise  opera- 
tions. Good  organization  and  economic  use  of  staff  will 
be  welcomed  by  all  who  use  its  facilities.^ 

Representative  Bolton  made  the  above  remarks 
while  presenting  for  inclusion  in  the  Congressional 
Record  an  editorial  from  Publishers^  Weekly  prais- 
ing the  selection  of  Mumford  for  the  post: 

The  functions  and  influence  of  the  library  have  been 
steadily  broadened  in  this  century.  . . , This  broadened 
conception  of  the  functions  of  the  library  which  are  so 


246 


LIBRARIANS  OF  CONGRESS,  1802-1974 


firmly  imbedded  in  the  L.C.  practice  came  under  question 
when  Congress  recently  opposed  the  requested  appropria- 
tions for  the  library.  The  review  of  the  facts  and  func- 
tions of  the  library  which  this  aroused  gave  opportunity 
for  vigorous  restatements  of  what  the  country  has  come 
to  expect  of  its  national  library. 

Quincy  Mumford  is  well  versed  in  the  best  traditions 
of  the  American  library  and  can  be  relied  on  to  maintain 
and  extend  further  the  broad  usefulness  of  the  insti- 
tution he  is  to  direct.  . . . The  thousands  of  librarians 
who  sustain  the  standards  of  professional  American  li- 
brarianship  have  put  their  stamp  of  approval  on  his  com- 
petence and  vision  by  electing  him  president  of  the  Amer- 
ican Library  Association.^® 

Librarians  generally  favored  Mumford.  Never- 
theless, among  the  leadership  of  the  Association 
of  Research  Libraries,  consisting  predominantly 
of  directors  of  university  libraries,  there  was 
a wait-and-see  attitude.  Mumford  was  not  a uni- 
versity librarian,  and  the  Cleveland  Public  Library 
was  not  a member  of  their  association,  so  he  was  not 
well  known  to  the  university  group.  The  Library  of 
Congress  assumed  a leadership  role  under  MacLeish 
and  Evans  in  attempting  to  resolve  problems 
of  concern  to  research  libraries.  They  were  able  to 
make  commitments  which  seemed  to  be  natural  re- 
sponsibilities of  the  national  library  but  which  would 
have  been  beyond  the  capabilities  of  a university 
library.  Leaders  of  arl  were  apprehensive  that 
Mumford  might  be  cautious  about  offering  the 
facilities  and  the  influence  of  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress in  national  and  international  librarianship  to 
head  up  new  bibliographical  and  acquisition  proj- 
ects of  interest  to  all  the  nation’s  libraries. 

It  appeared  to  participants  that  there  was  in- 
deed less  Library  of  Congress  leadership  in  the 
discussions  at  arl  meetings  after  Mumford’s  con- 
firmation. He  seldom  took  the  floor  to  commit  the 
Library  or  to  encourage  creating  projects  that  could 
not  develop  effectively  without  its  active  involve- 
ment. Nevertheless,  a backward  look  at  the  period 
1954-74  reveals  that  the  Library  of  Congress  did 
continue  to  provide  much  of  the  kind  of  leader- 
ship and  support  that  had  characterized  earlier 
years.  The  principal  differences,  apparently,  were 
that  Mumford  seldom  made  commitments  without 
discussing  their  implications  with  his  associates, 
and  this  generally  was  done  back  in  Washington 
with  the  pertinent  facts  before  them. 

The  attitude  of  Congress  toward  the  Library  was 
apparent  in  the  very  first  budget  hearing  after 
Mumford’s  appointment  was  announced.  Repre- 


sentative Walter  Horan,  chairman  of  the  House 
Subcommittee  on  Appropriations,  interrupted  the 
hearings  on  May  10,  1954,  at  which  the  Library  of 
Congress  was  ably  represented  by  Acting  Librarian 
Verner  W.  Clapp  and  several  of  his  colleagues,  to 
express  dissatisfaction  with  the  budget  presentation. 
He  requested  that  Mumford,  not  yet  confirmed, 
appear  before  the  subcommittee  on  May  12.  He 
also  requested  that  the  Library  staff  present,  on  the 
same  day,  a detailed  picture  of  appropriations  and 
expenditures  by  division  for  the  last  five  years, 
together  with  a stronger  justification  for  the  desired 
increases.^® 

Mumford  attended  the  continued  session  on  the 
12th  and  was  warmly  welcomed.  He  confined  his 
remarks,  however,  to  a declaration  that  during  the 
coming  year  he  would  study  the  operations  and  obli- 
gations of  the  Library.  Since  Chairman  Horan  had 
requested  that  the  numerous  laws  relating  to  the 
Library  of  Congress  be  codified  to  disclose  more 
clearly  what  Congress  and  the  nation  should  expect 
of  it,  Mumford  assured  him  that  he  would  give  the 
matter  his  attention.  Among  the  questions  from 
members  of  the  subcommittee  which  were  to  recur 
year  after  year  were : Why  are  so  many  new  people 
needed?  Why  is  obsolete  material  of  benefit  to  no 
one  acquired  and  retained?  When  can  arrearages  in 
cataloging  be  eliminated?  And  how  are  study  rooms 
in  the  library  assigned?  But  the  atmosphere,  gener- 
ally, was  friendly  at  this  and  at  subsequent  hearings. 
In  the  first  10  years  of  Mumford’s  administration, 
appropriations  increased  from  $9,399,736  to 
$24,081,800,  and  the  staff,  including  those  on  sal- 
aries transferred  from  other  agencies,  increased  from 
2,459  to  3,390.  Representative  Frank  T.  Bow  of 
Ohio  asked  in  1957  when  the  Library  of  Congress 
could  be  expected  to  reduce  some  of  its  requests. 
Mumford  replied  that  he  would  be  remiss  if  he  did 
not  present  the  needs  as  seen.  He  emphasized  that 
everything  requested  was  needed. The  Library  of 
Congress  must  grow,  he  said,  “to  meet  its  responsi- 
bilities for  service  to  the  Congress,  to  Government 
agencies,  and  to  the  public.”  The  issues  with  which 
Congress  deals  change  constantly,  and  Mumford 
believed  that  the  Library  of  Congress  should  have 
research  materials  covering  these  issues,  and,  once 
acquired,  they  should  be  preserved. 

The  subcommittee  queried  Mumford  often  in  the 
early  1960’s  about  automation  and  electronics  and 
how  the  Library  of  Congress  expected  to  utilize  the 
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new  technology.  In  the  1963  hearings,  Senator  Mike 
Monroney  was  concerned  about  job  discrimination 
and  fair  employment  practices  in  the  Library. The 
next  year  he  reminded  Mumford  that  the  current 
request  more  than  doubled  that  of  1957.  He  could 
understand  why  this  would  be  true  in  a space  or  mis- 
sile program,  but  why  in  a library?  Moreover,  he 
and  his  colleagues  were  annoyed  by  a recent  article 
in  Saturday  Review  which  suggested  that  the  Li- 
brary of  Congress  was  being  neglected  by  Congress. 
The  writer  declared  that  Congress’  apparent  lack 
of  interest  in  and  neglect  of  the  Library,  as  indicated 
in  its  reduction  of  requested  appropriations  and  in 
its  indecision  about  the  third  building,  should  not  be 
charged  specifically  against  Congress,  the  Joint 
Committee  on  the  Library,  or  the  subcommittee  on 
Appropriations,  but  rather  against  the  organization 
in  Congress  on  which  the  Library  is  based.  Policy 
guidance,  he  said,  comes  from  one  committee,  ap- 
propriations from  another,  and  the  new  building  de- 
cision from  yet  another.  He  gave  special  praise  to 
Senators  B.  Everett  Jordan  of  North  Carolina  and 
Claiborne  Pell  of  Rhode  Island  but  thought  that  the 


Librarian  L.  Quincy  Mumford  watches  as  former  Fresi- 
dent  Truman  signs  the  visitor’s  register  in  the  Manuscript 
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committee  as  a whole  gave  the  Library  too  little  time 
and  attention.^®  Mumford  declared  that  he  dis- 
agreed with  the  point  of  view  of  the  article ; on  the 
contrary,  he  said,  “Congress  . . . has  been  quite 
understanding  to  our  needs  and  has  been  responsive 
to  the  requests  that  have  been  presented.” 

Monroney  also  wanted  to  know  how  many  books 
were  consulted  each  year  and  by  how  many  people, 
and  how  many  inquiries  were  handled  during  a year. 
On  the  basis  of  information  available  to  him  in  the 
Library’s  reports  and  in  the  staff  presentation,  he 
concluded  that  each  inquiry  handled  by  the  Legis- 
lative Reference  Service  cost  $21  and  required  one- 
half  of  a day  of  a staff  member’s  time.^® 

The  presentation  must  have  been  convincing  be- 
cause an  increase  in  appropriations  of  almost  $4 
million  for  1965  was  approved.  And  so  went  the 
requests  and  appropriations  through  1974:  Con- 
gress was  often  reluctant  but  always  interested  in  the 
solid  and  persuasive  presentations  by  Mumford  and 
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his  colleagues,  who  sometimes  were  assisted  by  the 
library  associations,  especially  by  arl.  In  1972, 
when  Mumford  presented  a requested  increase  in 
appropriations  of  more  than  $9  million  for  1973, 
Senator  Ernest  F.  Hollings  commended  him  for  a 
fine  presentation.^® 

The  demands  upon  the  Library  of  Congress  dur- 
ing the  two  decades  of  Mumford’s  administration 
were  greater  than  those  of  any  previous  20-year  pe- 
riod. New  aspects  of  growth  and  development  in 
the  third  quarter  of  the  century,  which  had  to  be 
dealt  with  wisely  and  expeditiously,  included  the 
increase  of  knowledge  and  publication,  the  need  for 
quick  access  to  new  knowledge,  technological  prog- 


ress and  its  potential  for  storage,  retrieval,  and  trans- 
mission of  information,  and  equalization  of  job  op- 
portunity. History  will  reveal  whether  the  Library  of 
Congress  under  Mumford’s  direction  met  success- 
fully the  challenge  of  the  times,  but  a summary  re- 
view of  some  of  its  major  accomplishments  will 
permit  a less  than  objective  evaluation  to  be  made 
only  a year  after  Mumford’s  retirement. 

The  need  for  more  cataloging  assistance  from 
Washington  continued  to  be  discussed  regularly  and 
vigorously  at  professional  association  meetings.  The 
Library  of  Congress,  which  contributed  materially 
to  alleviating  the  problem  when  it  began  the  dis- 
tribution of  printed  catalog  cards  in  1901,  was  en- 
couraged to  assume  leadership  in  further  reducing 
cataloging  costs  and  accelerating  cataloging  for  U.S. 
libraries.  Two  acute  problems  dominated  decisions 
at  the  Library  of  Congress:  lack  of  catalogers  and 
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lack  of  funds  for  the  comprehensive  acquisition  of 
books  published  abroad.  Actually,  the  Library’s  ap- 
propriation for  books  in  1954—55,  exclusive  of  those 
for  the  Law  and  Supreme  Court  libraries  and  for 
the  Division  for  the  Blind,  was  only  $260,000,  less 
than  what  was  being  spent  in  a dozen  or  more  uni- 
versity libraries.  The  principal  sources  of  the  Li- 
brary’s growth  traditionally  had  been  exchanges 
and  books  deposited  for  copyright. 

The  flow  of  books  was  to  be  accelerated  and  ca.ta- 
loging  relief  provided  in  the  National  Program  for 
Acquisition  and  Cataloging  (npac)  and  the  Pub- 
lic Law  480  program,  but  before  they  became  effec- 
tive, the  Library  of  Congress,  assisted  by  a Coun- 
cil on  Library  Resources,  Inc.  (clr),  grant,  took 
the  lead  in  an  experiment  with  cataloging  a book 
before  it  was  published.  The  basic  idea,  which  goes 
back  to  the  1870’s,  was  explored  with  publishers  and 
librarians,  who  responded  favorably.  In  cataloging 
in  source,  the  Library  would  catalog  each  publica- 
tion on  a rush  basis,  supply  the  publishers  with  the 
cataloging  entry,  and  they  in  turn  would  print  it  in 
the  book.^°  At  the  conclusion  of  the  experiment  in 
1960,  the  Library  reported  sadly  that  cataloging  in 
source  failed  to  indicate  that  it  would  resolve  the 
chronic  cataloging  problem  because  of  ‘‘the  very 
high  cost  ...  to  both  publishers  and  the  Library  of 
Congress,  disruptions  of  publishing  schedules,  the 
high  degree  of  unreliability  of  catalog  entries  based 
on  texts  not  in  their  final  form,  and  the  low  degree  of 
utility  which  would  result  from  the  copying  of  these 
entries.”  There  was  conviction,  however,  that  the 
general  idea  had  merit  and  should  not  be  aban- 
doned. Eleven  years  later,  in  1971,  the  Library  of 
Congress  and  the  Association  of  American  Pub- 
lishers, working  closely  with  Verner  Clapp,  who  was 
by  then  president  of  clr,  initiated  a full-scale 
feasibility  study  of  Cataloging  in  Publication.  With 
matching  grants  of  $200,000  each  from  clr  and 
the  National  Endowment  for  the  Humanities  to  the 
Library  of  Congress  for  the  two-year  study  and  with 
the  full  cooperation  of  publishers  and  librarians, 
feasibility  was  established.  In  1974  the  program, 
with  funds  appropriated  by  Congress  and  with  sup- 
port given  by  655  publishers,  facilitated  the  cata- 
loging of  18,565  titles. 

Distribution  of  catalog  cards  and  printing  of  the 
Library  of  Congress  author  catalog  four  decades 
later  were  milestones  to  be  remembered.  During 
the  early  years  of  Mumford’s  administration  a con- 


tract was  completed  for  publication,  in  610  volumes, 
of  the  National  Union  Catalog,  Pre-1956  Imprints, 
which  would  include  imprints  recorded  by  other 
North  American  libraries.  The  first  volumes  of  this 
highly  significant  bibliography — an  important  find- 
ing list  and  cataloging  aid  to  research  libraries  the 
world  over — appeared  in  1969.^^ 

Cataloging  in  Publication  is  beginning  to  satisfy 
this  country’s  nagging  need  for  prompt  cataloging 
information  for  domestic  imprints.  But  in  the  early 
1960’s  this  cooperative  publisher-library  service  still 
was  in  the  future,  and  technology  was  yet  to  be 
tapped.  In  response  to  questions  from  Senator 
Leverett  Saltonstall  of  the  Senate  Subcommittee  on 
Appropriations  in  1960  and  1962  about  the 
Library’s  plans  to  utilize  electronics,  Mumford  as- 
sured him  that  the  matter  was  being  studied  and 
that  the  Library  expected  to  assume  its  proper  role 
but  wished  to  develop  its  program  on  a solid 
foundation. 

A 1961  grant  of  $100,000  from  clr  “enabled  the 
Library  to  engage  a team  of  leading  experts  in  com- 
puter technology,  data  processing,  systems  analysis, 
and  information  storage  and  retrieval ...  to  examine 
the  organization,  storage,  and  retrieval  of  informa- 
tion in  the  Library  of  Congress  not  only  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  functioning  of  a single  institu- 
tion but  also  from  that  of  a research  library  whose 
activities  are  interrelated  with  those  of  other  re- 
search libraries.”  The  results  of  the  survey,  di- 
rected by  Gilbert  W.  King,  were  published  in  Jan- 
uary 1964  as  Automation  and  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress. They  led  to  the  appointment  in  June  1964  of 
Sam  S.  Snyder  as  information  systems  specialist,  a 
post  which  had  been  vacant  since  1962.  His  first 
responsibility  was  to  develop  a system  for  producing 
“machine-readable  catalog  data  in  a standardized 
format  not  only  for  use  in  producing  book  catalogs 
but  also  for  distribution  to  other  libraries.”  A nat- 
ural sequel  would  be  “a  production  process  for 
printing  catalog  cards  with  computer-controlled 
photocomposition  equipment.^®  The  King  report 
concluded,  among  other  things,  that  automation 
was  technically  and  economically  feasible  in  large 
research  libraries  in  areas  of  bibliographic 
processing,  catalog  searching,  and  document 
retrieval,  but  that  retrieving  the  intellectual  content 
of  large  collections  of  books  by  automation  was  not 
yet  practicable.  Not  possible  at  the  moment,  but  only 
because  of  lack  of  equipment  and  funds,  was  a com- 
puter store  of  the  catalog  cards  of  the  Library  of 
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Congress  and  other  research  libraries  which  would 
permit  them  to  be  brought  together  in  a single  sys- 
tem under  effective  bibliographic  control.  Such  a 
system  was  estimated  to  cost  $50  to  $70  million,  but 
the  report  recommended  that  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress, because  of  its  central  role  in  the  nation’s  li- 
brary system,  take  the  lead  and  make  this  a long- 
range  objective.®'^ 

Development  of  the  standard  format  for  process- 
ing catalog  cards,  authorized  in  1964,  was  sufficient- 
ly advanced  in  1966  for  distribution  of  marc 
(MAchine-Readable  Cataloging)  tapes  containing 
complete  cataloging  data  to  a selected  list  of  librar- 
ies. Service  was  inaugurated  on  March  27,  1969,  and 
at  the  year’s  end  “nearly  60  subscribers  were  receiv- 
ing cataloging  data  on  tape  for  all  monographs  pub- 
lished in  the  United  States  in  English  and  cataloged 
by  the  Library  of  Congress.”  By  the  time  of  Mum- 
ford’s  retirement  in  1974,  French  and  German  were 
added  to  the  English-language  books.  These  marc 
tapes  now  carrying  all  current  cataloging  in  most  ro- 
man alphabet  languages  and  all  Cataloging  in  Pub- 
lication records  for  monographs,  plus  current  cata- 
loging in  all  roman  and  romanized  nonroman  alpha- 
bet languages  for  serials,  demonstrate  that  automa- 
tion can  play  an  important  role  in  the  storage  and 
retrieval  of  information. 

The  Library  of  Congress,  however,  could  not  be 
expected  to  supply  cataloging  assistance  promptly 
for  books  it  did  not  possess,  nor  could  it,  without 
substantially  increased  book  funds,  satisfy  the  de- 
mands of  scholars  needing  current  foreign  publica- 
tions. The  Higher  Education  Act  of  1965  initially 
contained  little  support  for  staffing  or  collection 
building  in  the  major  university  libraries  upon  which 
the  nation  depended  heavily  for  research  support. 
The  world  of  scholarship,  ala  committees  con- 
cerned with  cataloging,  and  arl  agreed  that  the 
act  was  a logical  vehicle  through  which  to 
strengthen  the  book  resources  of  the  national  library 
while  enabling  it  to  provide  centralized  cataloging 
assistance  to  the  other  libraries  of  the  country.  Li- 
brarian Mumford  and  his  staff  concurred  and  joined 
forces  with  arl  and  ala  in  presenting  a request  to 
Congress  to  amend  existing  legislation  “to  enable  the 
Commissioner  of  Education  to  transfer  to  the  Li- 
brarian of  Congress  for  acquiring  as  far  as  possible 
all  library  materials  of  value  to  scholarship  that  are 
currently  published  throughout  the  world  and  pro- 
viding catalog  information  for  these  materials 


promptly.”  The  compelling  reasons  for  the  request 
were:  college  and  university  libraries  cannot  gain 
cataloging  control  over  the  larger  output  of  pub- 
lishing ; materials  are  of  little  value  until  cataloged ; 
few  libraries  have  enough  language  competence  to 
catalog  the  books  received ; and  centralized  catalog- 
ing in  the  Library  of  Congress  utilizes  that  Library’s 
competence  while  avoiding  duplication  of  catalog- 
ing effort  in  other  libraries.^® 

With  strong  support  from  the  library  and  pub- 
lishing worlds,  the  act  was  amended,  giving  thie 
Library  of  Congress  a clear  mandate  “to  provide 
new  and  unparalleled  services  for  the  benefit  of 
other  libraries.”  William  Dix,  librarian  of  Prince- 
ton University,  reported  to  arl  that  the  Library, 
“with  real  vigor  and  imagination,  had  pushed  right 
ahead  in  developing  the  program.”  Congress’  ap- 
proval to  create  the  National  Program  for  Acquisi- 
tions and  Cataloging,  initially  with  modest  funding 
for  three  years,  has  been  a remarkable  success  story. 
Arrangements  were  made  in  1966  for  cooperation 
with  England,  France,  West  Germany,  Norway,  and 
Austria;  in  1974,  40  countries  were  participating. 
Not  only  is  much  foreign  scholarly  material  which 
otherwise  could  be  missed  brought  into  the  country, 
but  millions  of  dollars  in  cataloging  costs  are  being 
saved  for  libraries  everywhere. 

Impetus  for  npac  may  have  been  sparked  by 
the  amendment  to  the  Agriculture  Trade  Devel- 
opment and  Assistance  Act  of  1954  permitting  use 
of  counterpart  funds  for  buying  and  cataloging  for 
U.S.  libraries  current  books  and  serials  in  certain 
countries.  In  1958  the  Library  of  Congress  ini- 
tiated implementation  of  the  Public  Law  480  pro- 
gram to  procure  Indian  official  publications  for 
the  Midwest  Interlibrary  Center,  the  University  of 
California  at  Berkeley,  and  the  University  of 
Pennsylvania.  Mumford  sought  to  extend  the  pro- 
gram in  1960  to  purchase  current  imprints  in  other 
countries  where  a surplus  of  U.S. -owned  foreign 
currencies  existed.  However,  even  with  strong  sup- 
port from  ARL,  he  was  not  able  to  overcome  the 
mild  objections  of  the  Subcommittee  on  Appro- 
priations. Permission  was  received  to  inaugurate 
programs  in  India,  Pakistan,  and  the  United  Arab 
Republic  with  extension  to  other  countries  to  come 
later.^^  This  program,  likewise,  has  resulted  in  a 
sound  expenditure  of  federal  funds;  moreover, 
teaching  and  research  programs,  especially  Asian 
programs,  have  been  greatly  strengthened  and  cata- 
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loging  problems  have  been  reduced  for  the  partici- 
pating libraries. 

In  his  continuing  efforts  to  strengthen  the  re- 
sources of  the  Library,  Mumford  emphasized  the 
importance  of  a research  capability  adequate  to 
enable  it  to  cover  the  broad  range  of  requests  from 
Congress.  Additional  books,  an  increase  in  staff, 
and  more  sophisticated  facilities  were  needed.  Ac- 
cordingly, under  the  Legislative  Reorganization 
Act  of  1970,  the  Legislative  Reference  Service — 
that  part  of  the  Library  which  works  exclusively 
for  Congress — was  expanded  into  the  Congres- 
sional Research  Service,  which  at  that  time  had 
a staff  of  438  specialists,  including  50  librarians. 
The  act  provides  that  the  Librarian  of  Congress 
encourage  and  promote  crs  in  rendering  to 
Congress  expeditious  and  effective  service,  and  that 
he  accord  the  Service  complete  independence  and 
the  maximum  administrative  independence  consist- 
ent with  its  objectives. Though  the  Library  of 
Congress  may  be  considered  the  national  library, 
a library  for  scholars,  or  an  international  reposi- 
tory, the  Congress  is  assured  by  this  act  of  a library 
to  serve  its  needs. 

Only  in  the  last  quarter  century  has  careful 
study  been  given  preservation  of  books  and  serials 
published  on  wood  pulp  and  other  inferior  paper. 
Newspapers  received  early  attention  because  back 
files  were  bulky  and  deterioration  was  clearly  ap- 
parent. Efforts  to  convert  them  to  micro  text  were 
initiated  in  the  1930’s  and  accelerated  in  the  years 
immediately  following  World  War  11.  The  Library 
of  Congress  was  one  of  the  first  libraries  to  pre- 
serve all  of  its  newspapers  on  microfilm.  A na- 
tional program  for  the  preservation  of  books  was 
urged  by  arl  committees  and  individual  librari- 
ans, and  all  turned  to  the  Library  of  Congress  for 
leadership.  The  program  should  be  based,  they 
agreed,  in  a major  research  library  where  a large 
percentage  of  the  books  requiring  treatment  would 
be  found  and  where  federal  funding  could  be  made 
available  for  this  national  problem.  The  Library 
of  Congress  responded  in  1967  by  creating  a Pres- 
ervation Office  and  appointing  a preservation  offi- 
cer. A CLR  grant  to  arl  and  the  Library  of 
Congress  enabled  a project  to  be  launched  to  ex- 
plore the  problems  of  identifying  and  preserving 
the  thousands  of  books  deteriorating  in  the  nation’s 
libraries  and  assessing  the  management  problems 
involved.^®  The  project  disclosed  that  books  that 


were  brittle  in  the  Library  of  Congress  generally 
were  deteriorating  in  other  libraries.  However,  one 
copy  usually  could  be  found  to  be  satisfactory  for 
hlming  and  preservation. 

Another  clr  grant  permitted  establishment  of  a 
Preservation  Research  Laboratory  in  the  Library 
of  Congress  in  1970.^®  By  1973  progress  had  been 
made  in  deacidifying  and  restoring  lost  strength  to 
brittle  sheets,  salvaging  materials  damaged  by 
floods,  fires,  and  other  catastrophes,  and  preserv- 
ing and  restoring  records  on  nitrate  film.  The  Li- 
brary of  Congress  has  been  making  a notable  con- 
tribution to  repositories  of  information  in  that  it  is 
discovering  how  materials  are  deteriorating,  deter- 
mining how  to  combat  and  correct  these  problems, 
and  making  this  information  generally  available. 
The  studies  conducted  at  the  Library  constitute  a 
major  step  in  advancing  curatorship  the  world  over. 

Mumford  was  the  third  Librarian  of  Congress  to 
obtain  an  appropriation  for  a new  building;  Ains- 
worth Rand  Spofford  spent  26  years  securing  funds 
for  and  constructing  the  present  Main  Building, 
which  was  occupied  in  1897,  and  Herbert  Putnam 
worked  for  12  years  to  get  the  Annex,  which  was 
completed  in  1939.  In  response  to  Mumford’s  criti- 
cal need  for  additional  space,  the  James  Madison 
Memorial  Building  was  authorized  by  Congress  in 
1965  after  long  study  by  the  Library  staff  and  is  now 
nearing  completion. Work  on  the  building,  for 
which  $123  million  has  been  appropriated,  was 
started  on  May  1,  1971.  Much  credit  for  securing 
approval  of  the  plans  and  the  appropriation  belongs 
to  the  late  North  Carolina  Senator  B.  Everett 
Jordan,  chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Library  during  the  period  when  the  matter  was 
being  discussed  actively  in  Congress.  Completion  of 
the  third  building  will  eliminate  inconvenience  to 
users  while  saving  the  Library  millions  of  dollars  in 
annual  rental  fees  and  staff  time  wasted  by  wide  dis- 
persal of  activities. 

The  Madison  Building  should,  in  addition,  ease 
the  staff  morale  problems  of  recent  years  which  to 
some  extent  have  been  fueled  by  poor  working  con- 
ditions. Until  the  1960’s  the  problems  related  to 
staffing  the  Library  were  restricted  to  securing  ade- 
quate funds  and  finding  candidates  with  the  req- 
uisite training  and  experience.  Recently,  however, 
employing  and  providing  equal  opportunity  for 
minorities  and  women  have  added  new  dimensions 
to  the  problems  of  administration.  When  Senator 
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Monroney  questioned  Mumford  about  job  discrim- 
ination in  1963,  Mumford  reported  to  him  that  the 
percentage  of  blacks  employed  in  all  grades  exceeded 
the  percentages  in  other  federal  agencies.  Although 
the  Library  of  Congress  employed  twice  as  many 
blacks  in  GS  grades  1-4  as  other  federal  agencies — 
36.6  percent  against  18.2  percent — Monroney  hoped 
that  training  for  advancement  from  these  lower 
grades  was  being  provided.  Because  of  inadequate 
basic  education,  many  who  joined  the  staff  as  jani- 
tors and  charwomen  would  have  difficulty  securing 
enough  training  in  languages  and  other  areas  for 
much  advancement;  however,  Mumford  explained 
that  the  Library’s  fair  employment  practices  officer, 
appointed  the  previous  year,  was  regularly  counsel- 
ing interested  staff  members  about  training  op- 
portunities open  to  them.^®  Staff  counseling,  re- 
cruitment, employee  training,  and  equalization  of 
job  opportunity  were  to  receive  increased  attention 
in  the  late  1960’s.  Nevertheless,  a member  of  the 
staff  presented  to  the  ala  council  at  the  1971  meet- 
ing in  Dallas  a set  of  grievances  concerning  racial 
discrimination  in  recruitment,  training,  and  promo- 


Bronze medallions  of  James  Madison  by  Robert  A.  Wein- 
man, 1975.  Photographs  courtesy  of  the  sculptor. 


tion  practices  in  the  Library  of  Congress.  The  ala 
council  unwisely  passed  a resolution  authorizing  an 
inquiry  into  the  Library’s  practices,  thus  drawing 
the  association  into  a matter  with  which  the  Li- 
brary of  Congress  was  already  dealing  more  success- 
fully than  other  government  agencies  and  research 
libraries. 

Upon  direction  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Library,  the  Library  of  Congress  presented  no  testi- 
mony before  the  ala  inquiry  committee  when  it 
met  in  Washington.  But  Mumford  and  his  staff  had 

O 

already  begun  to  improve  communications  between 
staff  and  management  and  to  provide  more  produc- 
tive and  satisfactory  working  conditions.  Ad  hoc 
Human  Relations  Committees  were  formed  in  the 
Office  of  the  Librarian  and  in  each  of  the  six  depart- 
ments of  the  Library,  and  a Human  Relations  Coun- 
cil  was  created  where  matters  of  concern  to  the  staff 
might  be  discussed.^®  Development  of  the  Affirma- 


Lawrence  Quincy  Mumford 


253 


tive  Action  Plan  in  1973,  with  the  requisite  pro- 
gram officers  for  recruiting,  training,  counseling,  and 
communicating,  together  with  supplemental  appro- 
priations for  implementation  of  the  new  programs, 
enabled  the  Library  to  make  notable  progress  dur- 
ing Mumford’s  administration.  Mumford’s  final 
year  saw  the  development  of  the  Affirmative  Action 
Plan  for  fiscal  1974,  which  included  some  significant 
advances  in  the  area  of  equal  opportunity.  The  plan 
established  a Coordinating  Committee  to  assure  pro- 
gram effectiveness  in  each  department;  the  Train- 
ing, Appraisal  and  Promotion  (tap)  program  was 
initiated  with  what  was  then  50  opportunities  for 
employees  to  be  trained  at  Library  expense  and  to  re- 
ceive promotions  after  demonstrating  competence 
in  the  higher  position;  and  research  on  the  Library’s 
employment  tests  was  completed,  eliminating  or  cor- 
recting those  tests  found  to  be  defective.®® 

Mumford’s  philosophy  of  caution  in  placing  the 
Library  of  Congress  in  a position  of  leadership  on 
many  issues  and  programs  has  been  alluded  to  above. 
Leadership,  he  said,  “in  the  absence  of  line  author- 
ity, must  strike  a delicate  balance  between  domina- 


tion and  encouragement.  Those  who  urge  the  Li- 
brary of  Congress  to  greater  leadership  would  be  the 
first  to  cry  out  against  attempted  government  dicta- 
tion. ...  In  hewing  the  fine  line  between  the  two 
positions,  perhaps  the  Library  of  Congress  has  of 
late  been  too  careful  to  remain  in  the  background 
rather  than  pushing  to  the  vanguard.”  Perhaps 
his  policy  of  caution  encouraged  preparation  of  a 
memorandum  by  Douglas  Bryant,  associate  director 
of  the  Harvard  University  Library,  on  what  the 
Library  of  Congress  does  and  what  it  should  do  for 
the  government  and  the  nation.  The  paper  was  pre- 
pared by  a leader  among  university  librarians,  at  the 
direction  of  Senator  Claiborne  Pell  of  Rhode  Island, 
and  was  placed  in  the  Congressional  Record  for 
May  24,  1962.®^  Although  performing  more  national 
library  functions  than  any  other  national  library  in 
the  world,  the  Library  of  Congress  appeared  to  some 
of  the  directors  of  research  libraries  and  others  in  the 
world  of  scholarship  not  to  be  responding  to  needs 
as  promptly  and  as  imaginatively  as  it  should.  Pres- 
ident Kennedy  viewed  the  Library  as  a great  cul- 
tural center  and  is  reputed  to  have  wished  a return 
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to  the  kind  of  leadership  MacLeish  gave  the  Library 
in  the  early  1940’s.  Although  no  new  statement  of 
what  the  Library  of  Congress  should  be  had  been  re- 
corded, ARL  was  concerned  that  it  did  not  appear 
diligent  enough  in  seeking  funds  to  support  the  pro- 
grams of  interest  to  research  libraries.  Bryant  recom- 
mended ( 1 ) that  the  Library  of  Congress  be  made 
the  national  library,  transferred  to  the  executive 
branch,  and  directed  by  a great  leader  and  admin- 
istrator who  would  be  advised  by  a Library  board 
of  10  to  12  members;  (2)  that  American  research  li- 
braries should  be  collecting  more  material,  exercis- 
ing better  bibliographical  control,  and  preserving 
and  replacing  deteriorating  materials,  all  of  which 
require  the  active  participation  of  the  federal  gov- 
ernment; and  (3)  that  new  federal  programs  were 
needed  in  such  areas  as  research  and  experimenta- 
tion in  the  application  of  modern  technology  to  li- 
brary purposes,  assistance  to  underdeveloped  coun- 
tries in  strengthening  their  libraries  and  in  creating 
bibliographies  listing  their  current  publications,  pres- 
ervation of  research  materials,  federal  grants-in-aid 
to  research  libraries,  and  programs  of  scholarships 
and  fellowships  to  recruit  and  train  librarians. 

Mumford  obviously  was  disturbed  by  the  paper. 
In  his  reply,  which  v</as  inserted  in  the  Congres- 
sional Record  of  October  2,  1962,  by  Senator 
B.  Everett  Jordan,  he  characterized  the  Library  as 
the  de  facto  national  library,  many  of  whose  pro- 
grams had  been  seriously  hampered  by  lack  of  space. 
He  did  not  agree  that  the  Library  should  be  in  the 
executive  branch  and  thought  some  of  Bryant’s  rec- 
ommended programs  were  inapproprate  for  the 
Library.  Although  Bryant  repeated  several  of  the 
recommendations  of  the  Library  of  Congress  Plan- 
ning Committee  of  1947,  which  Librarian  Luther 
Evans  appointed,  and  although  he  apparently  was 
not  informed  about  all  of  the  Library’s  current  pro- 
grams, Mumford  thought  the  memorandum  served 
a useful  purpose  by  calling  attention  to  the  prob- 
lems of  research  libraries  and  possibly  bringing  more 
understanding  and  rallying  more  support  “not  only 
in  the  Congress,  but  in  the  Executive  Branch, 
within  the  library  profession,  and  among  the  cli- 
entele of  research  libraries.” 

The  discussion  about  the  Library,  which  Senator 
Pell  hoped  the  memorandum  would  stimulate,  was 
realized,  and  much  of  the  talk  was  constructive. 
Mumford  agreed  that  an  advisory  board  was  desir- 
able but  advocated  a high-level,  permanent  com- 


mission, perhaps  similar  to  the  present  National 
Commission  on  Libraries  and  Information  Science. 
He  had  been  aware  of  the  need  to  improve  com- 
munications with  the  library  and  scholarly  commu- 
nities, he  said,  and  early  in  1962  he  had  created 
three  liaison  committees  to  serve  as  channels  of 
information  and  advice:  one  was  composed  of 
representatives  of  the  major  national  library  asso- 
ciations, another  consisted  of  distinguished  men  in 
the  humanities  and  social  sciences,  and  a third 
represented  the  scientific  community.  Mumford 
hoped  these  committees  would  be  of  value  to  the 
Library  while  also  being  useful  to  the  professional 
and  scholarly  fields  represented  by  them.®'* 

In  his  report  for  the  temporary  National  Advi- 
sory Commission  on  Libraries,  Mumford  defended 
the  Library’s  deliberate  pace  in  undertaking  all 
the  programs  expected  of  it  and  in  fully  utilizing 
the  potentialities  of  electronics,  explaining  that  the 
Library  was  moving  as  fast  as  available  resources  and 
advances  in  technology  permitted.  While  he  and  his 
staff  favored  having  the  Library  of  Congress  des- 
ignated the  national  library,  they  cautioned  that 
such  status  would  require,  in  addition  to  new  leg- 
islation, an  acceptance  by  Congress  of  the  need 
for  substantially  larger  funds  on  a continuing 
basis.®®  Furthermore,  they  thought  that  obtaining  a 
new  building  and  funds  for  national  library  func- 
tions were  more  important  than  a change  of  name. 

As  Mumford  approached  retirement,  the  mount- 
ing problems  of  the  Library  allowed  little  time 
for  complacency  or  for  reflection  upon  its  progress 
during  his  20-year  administration.  Despite  reports 
that  services  and  materials  were  deteriorating  for 
lack  of  space,  that  staff  morale  was  being  impaired 
by  discrimination  in  hiring  and  promotion,  and 
that  the  confidence  of  a segment  of  the  library 
profession  was  being  eroded  by  what  was  termed  a 
lack  of  vigorous  leadership  in  the  Library  of  Con- 
gress, the  Librarian  could  look  back  upon  two  dec- 
ades during  which  the  collections  were  increased 
from  33  million  to  74  million  items,  the  staff  from 
1,564  to  4,250,  and  annual  expenditures  from 
$9,400,000  to  $96,696,000.®*^  In  addition  to  the 
major  achievements  already  described,  other  inno- 
vations realized  during  Mumford’s  administration 
included:  indexing  and  filming  of  the  papers  of  23 
Presidents;  preservation  on  safety  film  of  the  large 
deposit  of  early  motion  picture  film;  extension  of 
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books  for  the  blind  to  all  the  physically  handicapped 
who  are  unable  to  use  conventionally  printed  mate- 
rial; establishment  of  the  Near  Eastern  and  North 
African  Law  Division,  the  African  Section,  the 
Children’s  Book  Section,  and  the  National  Referral 
Center  for  Science  and  Technology;  founding  of 
the  National  Union  Catalog  of  Manuscript  Col- 
lections; initiation  of  New  Serial  Titles;  and  in- 
ception of  probably  the  most  rigorous  American 
Revolution  Bicentennial  program  in  the  govern- 
ment, established  for  the  use  of  both  scholars  and 
the  general  public.®'^ 

As  Senator  Jordan  reviewed  the  first  dec- 
ade of  Mumford’ s administration  of  the  Library, 
he  recalled  that  when  the  new  Librarian  assumed 
office  in  September  1954,  Herbert  Putnam  sent  him 
this  message:  “Welcome,  and  may  good  will,  good 
fortune,  and  good  cheer  attend  you  ever.”  Jordan 
continued:  “The  past  decade  . . . has  indeed  been 
attended  by  good  will,  good  fortune,  and  good  cheer. 

. . . our  National  Library  has  emerged  as  a major 
force  in  this  Nation’s  quest  for  peace  and  prosper- 
ity.” The  chairman  of  the  Joint  Committee  on  the 
Library,  after  enumerating  the  accomplishments  of 
the  Library,  added  that  “Dr.  Mumford,  a modest 
man,  would  not  want  to  take  credit  for  these  major 
achievements,”  but  Congress  would  be  remiss  “not  to 
take  note  of  the  anniversary  and  to  congratulate  him 
on  his  effective  service  as  Librarian  of  Congress.” 
Mumford’s  close  friend  and  associate  Rutherford  D. 
Rogers  believes  that  Mumford’s  administration  will 
rank  among  those  of  Spofford  and  Putnam  in  ac- 
complishments. Assuming  the  post  of  Librarian  when 
relations  between  the  Library  and  Congress  were  not 
harmonious,  Mumford  soon  won  the  confidence  of 
that  body.  Gradually  he  developed  the  budget  sup- 
port that  enabled  the  Library  to  approach  its  most 
pressing  problems — some  of  which  required  atten- 
tion before  he  took  office — and  to  develop  a vigor- 
ous and  effective  overall  program.^®  He  achieved  this 
while  directing  the  Library  in  his  normal  low-key 
manner.  His  able  and  loyal  administrative  assistants 
were  given  maximum  independence  and  encourage- 
ment to  make  recommendations  and  to  participate 
regularly  in  decision  making.  As  gregarious  as  his 
natural  shyness  permitted,  Quincy  displayed  an  en- 
thusiasm for  life  and  an  unswerving  trust  in  his  col- 
leagues and  friends. 

It  may  appear  incongruous  in  the  light  of  his  im- 
age, but  up  to  1975  Mumford  undoubtedly  was  the 


most  traveled  Librarian  of  Congress.  That  distinc- 
tion should  not  be  associated  with  his  eagerness 
for  the  spotlight,  but  rather  with  the  Library’s 
worldwide  interests,  extended  by  npac.  Public  Law 
480  and  shared  cataloging,  and,  of  course,  the  speed 
today  at  which  one  can  move  across  continents  and 
oceans.  Though  traveling  was  squeezed  into  Mum- 
ford’s schedule  at  home  and  Obviously  at  some  sac- 
rifice, goodwill  was  generated  in  Austria,  Belgium, 
Egypt,  England,  France,  Holland,  Hungary,  India, 
Italy,  Japan,  New  Zealand,  Pakistan,  Poland, 
Romania,  Russia,  West  Germany,  and  Yugoslavia, 
where  he  attended  meetings,  and  even  in  Antarctica, 
where  he  went  as  a guest  of  the  U.S.  Navy. 

Mumford’s  health  obviously  had  an  impact  upon 
the  direction  he  could  give  the  Library  during  his 
last  two  years  in  office;  nevertheless,  the  President 
extended  his  tenure  a year  beyond  the  mandatory 
retirement  age,  allowing  him  to  continue  in  office 
until  December  31,  1974.®° 

Although  he  did  not  return  to  the  library  staff  of 
his  alma  mater,  Quincy  has  maintained  close  ties 
with  the  institution.  In  the  1950’s  he  was  invited 
back  to  the  campus  to  be  initiated  into  Omicron 
Delta  Kappa,  an  honorary  undergraduate  fraternity, 
and  to  receive  an  honorary  degree.  When  a board  of 
visitors  for  the  university  library  was  created  he  be- 
came its  first  chairman.  Back  in  familiar  surround- 
ings he  could  be  persuaded  occasionally  to  enter- 
tain his  friends  with  his  flawless  imitation  of  the  to- 
bacco auctioneer’s  chant.  And  reminded  of  the  long- 
ago  afternoons  when  the  dormitory  echoed  with  his 
baritone  rendition  of  “Carolina  Moon”  and  “Blue 
Skies”  as  he  showered  in  preparation  for  a social 
evening,  he  could  pick  up  the  lyrics  of  these  and 
other  popular  songs  of  50  years  ago  and  sing  them 
through  without  missing  a syllable. 

Two  decades  is  a long  time  for  one  administrator 
to  grapple  with  problems  in  this  fast-moving  world. 
But  Mumford  could  look  back  upon  20  years  of  sub- 
stantial achievement  for  the  Library  of  Congress  and 
research  libraries  in  general.  The  Madison  Building, 
though  late  in  coming,  will  stand  as  a monument  to 
his  persistence  and  persuasion  and  to  his  rapport 
with  key  Members  of  Congress.  The  national  library 
as  it  stands  today  bears  testimony  that  it  was  wisely 
directed  by  Lawrence  Quincy  M[umford  and  that  the 
eleventh  Librarian  of  Congress  will  be  remembered 
as  having  achieved  more  for  the  Library  than  any 
one  of  his  predecessors. 
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NOTES 


^ Quincy’s  younger  brother,  Bruton,  a dentist  in  Nor- 
cross,  Ga.,  was  graduated  in  1930.  Grover  entered  business 
after  a few  years  of  teaching  in  high  school  and  college;  he 
is  now  retired  and  lives  in  Greensboro,  N.C. 

^ Printed  biographies  of  L.  Quincy  Mumford  list  Ayden 
as  his  birthplace  because  the  village  of  Hanrahan  no 
longer  has  a post  office  of  its  own. 

® Conversation  with  James  E.  Coltrane,  a Greensboro 
attorney  who  was  a class  behind  Mumford  and  whose 
father  was  superintendent  of  Grifton  High  School  during 
Quincy’s  years  there. 

^Minutes  of  the  Hesperian  Literary  Society,  1921-25, 
Duke  University  Archives,  Durham,  N.C. 

^ Duke  University  catalogs  and  The  Chanticleer, 
1921-25. 

® A copy  of  Mumford’s  thesis  may  be  found  in  the  Duke 
University  Archives. 

Personal  communication  from  Keyes  D.  Metcalf,  No- 
vember 21,  1975. 

® U.S.,  Congress,  Senate,  Committee  on  Rules  and  Ad- 
ministration, Nomination  of  Lawrence  Quincy  Mumford 
To  Be  Librarian  of  Congress,  83d  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  July  26, 
1954,  pp.  25-27. 

® Mumford  to  Ralph  A.  Ulveling,  May  11,  1954,  Cleve- 
land Public  Library. 

“ U.S.,  Library  of  Congress,  Annual  Report  of  the  Li- 
brarian of  Congress  (hereafter  cited  as  ARLC) , 1940, 

p.  11. 

Mumford  to  Ulveling,  May  11,  1954. 

^ARLC,  1941,  p.  11. 

L.  Quincy  Mumford,  “Account  of  the  Reorganization 
of  the  Processing  Department  at  the  Library  of  Congress,” 
in  American  Library  Association,  Division  of  Cataloging 
and  Classification,  Catalogers’  and  Classifiers’  Yearbook, 
10,  pp.  45-56. 

Cleveland  Press,  November  8,  1950. 

^Mumford  to  Ulveling,  May  11,  1954. 

Alumni  Office  files,  Duke  University. 

Nomination  of  Lawrence  Quincy  Mumford  To  Be 
Librarian  of  Congress,  p.  9. 

Congressional  Record,  83d  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  August  12, 

1954,  vol.  100,  Appendix,  p.  A5987. 

Frederic  G.  Melcher,  “Mumford  Will  Carry  On  the 
Great  L.C.  Tradition,”  Publishers’  Weekly,  August  7,  1954, 
p.  534. 

U.S.,  Congress,  House,  Subcommittee  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  Legislative  Branch  Appropriations, 

1955,  83d  Cong.,  2d  sess..  May  10,  1954,  p.  241. 

Ibid.,  May  12,  1954,  pp.  296-97,  337. 

U.S.,  Congress,  House,  Subcommittee  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  Legislative  Branch  Appropriations, 
1958,  85th  Cong.,  1st  sess..  May  8,  1957,  p.  203. 

"Mbid.,  p.  129. 


U.S.,  Congress,  Senate,  Subcommittee  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  Legislative  Branch  Appropriations, 

1964,  88th  Cong.,  1st  sess.,  H.  Rept.  6868,  June  6,  1963, 
pp.  201—4. 

U.S.,  Congress,  Senate,  Subcommittee  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  Legislative  Branch  Appropriations, 

1965,  88th  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  H.  Rept.  10723,  April  17,  1964, 

p.  9. 

^ A.L.  Todd,  “The  Luckless  Library  of  Congress,”  Sat- 
urday Review,  April  11,  1964,  pp.  44-45. 

^'^Legislative  Branch  Appropriations,  1965,  p.  23. 
"Mbid.,  pp.  33-35. 

U.S.,  Congress,  Senate,  Subcommittee  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  Legislative  Branch  Appropriations, 
1973,  92d  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  H.  Rept.  13955,  February  29, 
1972,  p.  298. 

^^ARLC,  1958,  p.  13. 

Ibid.,  1960,  p.  8. 

"^Ibid.,  1974,  p.  4. 

“ U.S.,  Library  of  Congress,  “L.  Quincy  Mumford; 
Twenty  Years  As  Librarian  of  Congress,  September  1, 
1954-September  1,  1974;  a Record  of  Progress,”  presented 
by  the  Librarian’s  Conference,  pp.  3,  17. 

U.S.,  Congress,  Senate,  Subcommittee  of  the  Commit- 
tee on  Appropriations,  Legislative  Branch  Appropriations, 

1961,  86th  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  H.  Rept.  12232,  May  20,  1960, 
pp.  14—20;  idem..  Legislative  Branch  Appropriations,  1963, 
87th  Cong.,  2d  sess.,  H.  Rept.  11151,  April  25,  1962, 
pp.  23—24. 

^ ARLC,  1961,  p.  XV. 

Ibid.,  1964,  pp.  XXX— xxxi. 

Ibid.,  1963,  pp.  xiii-xiv. 

^Mbid.,  1969,  p.  3. 

«Mbid.,  1965,  pp.  10-11. 

^Ibid.,  1966,  pp.  25-27. 

^^U.S.,  Library  of  Congress,  Information  Bulletin,  Feb- 
ruary 10,  1966,  p.  84. 

^^ARLC,  1974,  pp.  2,  13-14. 

"^^Legislative  Branch  Appropriations,  1961,  pp.  11-13; 
U.S.,  Congress,  Senate,  Subcommittee  of  the  Committee 
on  Appropriations,  Legislative  Branch  Appropriations, 

1962,  87th  Cong.,  1st  sess.,  H.  Rept.  7208,  June  13,  1961, 
pp.  12-37. 

Charles  A.  Goodrum,  The  Library  of  Congress  (New 
York  and  Washington:  Praeger  Publishers,  1974),  pp. 
133,  270. 

^ ARLC,  1967,  pp.  92-93. 

^Ibid.,  1970,  p.  75. 

^Mbid.,  1965,  p.  11. 

^Legislative  Branch  Appropriations,  1964,  pp.  201-6. 
^^ARLC,  1972,  pp.  8-9. 

^Mbid.,  1973,  pp.  8-9. 

^Ibid.,  1962,  p.  110. 
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“ Congressional  Record — Senate,  87th  Gong.,  2d  sess., 
May  24,  1962,  vol.  108,  pt.  7,  pp.  9158-60. 

^ ARLC,  1962,  pp.  94-95,  109. 

Ibid.,  pp.  xii-xiii. 

^ Douglas  M.  Knight  and  E.  Shepley  Nourse,  eds.. 
Libraries  at  Large;  Tradition,  Innovation,  and  the  Na- 
tional Interest  (New  York:  R.R.  Bowker,  1969),  pp.  446, 
464-65. 


U.S.,  Library  of  Congress,  Information  Bulletin,  Jan- 
uary 3,  1975,  pp.  1—5. 

""  Ibid. 

^ Congressional  Record — Senate,  88th  Cong.,  2d  sess., 
September  1,  1964,  vol  110,  pt.  16,  pp.  21217-18. 

Rutherford  D.  Rogers,  “LQM  of  LC,”  Bulletin  of 
Bibliography  25,  no.  7 (September— December  1968)  : 
161-65. 
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Acquisition  activities:  Evans  and  the  collections, 
226,  231;  Putnam  and  the  collections,  185;  rare 
books  and  special  collections,  68-71;  role  of 
the  Librarian,  91;  selection  of  materials,  209, 
211;  Spofford  and  the  collections,  130,  138; 
Young  and  the  collections,  167;  see  also  Na- 
tional Program  for  Acquisitions  and  Catalog- 
ing (NPAC) 

Acquisitions:  Americana,  231;  foreign,  229;  rare 
books  and  special  collections,  68-71;  reported, 
216 

Acquisitions  Committee,  209 
Acquisitions  Department,  210 
Adams,  James  Truslow,  195 
Adams,  John,  7,  10,  12;  Discourses  on  Davilla,  6; 
fund  for  purchase  of  his  published  works,  86; 
presidential  candidate,  8,  9,  11 
Adams,  John  Quincy,  27,  41,  67,  78,  79,  99n 
Adams,  Randolph  G.,  204 
Adams,  Thomas,  3 

Address  to  the  Citizens  of  the  United  States,  11 
Administrative  Department,  210 
Affirmative  Action  Plan,  253 
African  Section,  255 

Agriculture,  U.S.  Department  of.  Library,  232 
Agricultural  Trade  Development  and  Assistance 
Act  of  1954;  see  Public  Law  480  program 
Air  Raid,  204 
Alcott,  Bronson,  122 
Alexander,  E.  P.,  162 
Alexander,  Louis,  166,  170 
“Alice’s  Adventures  Under  Ground,”  229 
Alien  and  Sedition  Acts,  9,  12 
Allen,  Edward  G.,  97,  110,  114 
Allison,  William  B.,  167 
Alston,  Willis,  Jr.,  41 
Ambler,  Jacquelin,  5 


American  Almanac  and  Treasury  of  Facts,  Statis- 
tical, Financial,  and  Political,  120 
American  Association  of  Law  Libraries,  232 
American  Council  of  Learned  Societies,  197,  223, 
229 

American  libraries,  227,  233;  and  LC  classifica- 
tion, 231;  public  libraries,  124,  167,  179-80, 
186;  research  libraries,  229,  253 
American  Library  Association,  183,  193,  212,  225, 
233,  242,  250,  252;  and  candidates  for  Librar- 
ian of  Congress,  204;  congressional  testimony, 
136;  library  war  service,  188;  and  MacLeish, 
207-8,  213;  Mumford’s  leadership  in,  244-45; 
and  Spofford,  134 
American  Notes,  152 
American  Philosophical  Society,  7 
American  Press  Association,  154 
American  Revolution,  5,  8,  41,  54n 
American  Revolution  Bicentennial  Program,  255; 
advisory  committee,  240 

Americana,  168;  acquisitions,  231;  Force  Collec- 
tion, 132 

Americanus  (pseud.);  see  Beckley,  John,  J. 

Amherst  College,  217 

Andersen,  Hans  Christian,  231 

Anderson,  Marian,  199 

Anderson,  Robert,  77,  78 

Andreassen,  John  C.  L.,  237n 

Annex,  209,  212,  215,  251;  construction,  194,  195; 

opening,  197;  reading  room,  215 
Annual  reports  of  the  Librarians:  content  and 
form,  211;  Spofford’s,  129,  132 
Architect  of  the  Capitol,  87 
Arlington  Cemetery,  Ulus.,  228 
Army  Medical  Library,  232 
Army  of  the  Potomac,  113,  Ulus.,  112 
Arnold,  Benedict,  4 

Around  the  World  with  General  Grant,  103 
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Art  of  Political  Lying,  13 
Arthur,  Chester  A.,  157 
Articles  of  Confederation,  5 
Asher,  Lila  Oliver,  drawing.  Ulus.,  280 
Ashley,  Frederick  W.,  184;  with  LC  staff.  Ulus., 
185 

Ashley,  William,  150 
Associated  Press,  153,  154,  173n 
Association  of  American  Publishers,  249 
Association  of  Research  Libraries  (ARL),  246, 
248,  250,  251,  254 
Atlantic  Monthly,  22 
Audubon,  John  James,  72 
Aurora,  10,  11,  12 
Auslander,  Joseph,  216 

Automation  and  the  Library  of  Congress,  249 

Babcock,  J.  W.,  166 
Bache,  Benjamin  F.,  10 
Bachelors’  Club,  Ulus.,  241 
Bacon,  Francis,  table  of  science,  61 
Badeau,  Adam,  152,  173n 
Baker,  George  H.,  182 

Baker,  Mary  King;  see  Stephenson,  Mary  King 
Baker 

Baldwin,  Abraham,  15 
Banks,  Nathaniel  P.,  149,  152 
Barrows,  Samuel  J.,  183 
Bay,  Jens  Christian,  198 
Bayard,  James  A.,  15 
Baylor,  John,  4 
Baylor,  Mrs.  John,  4 
Berkley,  Alfred,  12,  30 

Berkley,  John  J.,  2-37,  41,  42,  43,  44;  letters. 
Ulus.,  21,  27 

Berkley,  Maria  Prince,  6,  12,  30 
Berkley,  Mary  Anne;  see  Gregory,  Mary  Anne 
Berkley 

Belden,  Gharles  F.  D.,  129-30 

Bell,  Alexander  Graham,  167 

Bell,  G.  M.,  photographic  collection,  223 

Bell,  Mabel  Hubbard,  167 

Benco,  Nancy  L.,  “Archibald  MacLeish,  the  Poet 
Librarian,”  202-19 
Benedict,  S.  W.,  122 
Benet,  Stephen  Vincent,  216 
Bennett,  James  Gordon,  154,  156,  157,  159,  169, 
170,  173n 
Benton,  T.  H.,  113 

Berkeley,  Dorothy  Smith,  “The  First  Librarian 
of  Congress,  John  Berkley,”  2-37 


Berkeley,  Edmund,  “The  First  Librarian  of  Con- 
gress, John  Berkley,”  2-37 
Berryman,  Clifford  K.,  cartoon.  Ulus.,  225 
Beverley,  Robert,  13 

Bibles:  Giant  Bible  of  Mainz,  231;  Gutenberg 
Bible,  194,  195,  213 

Bibliographic  control,  and  standardization,  235 
Bill  of  Rights,  U.S.,  213 
Bill  of  Rights  Day,  229 
Bingham,  William,  13 
Birch,  Thomas,  watercolor.  Ulus.,  59 
Bishop,  William  Warner,  137,  184;  with  LG  staff. 
Ulus.,  185 

Bismarck,  Otto  Eduard  Leopold  von,  155,  171 

Blackstone,  William,  229 

Blackwell,  George,  1 1 1 

Blackwell,  Henry  B.,  128,  129,  130 

Bladensburg,  battle  of,  49,  53 

Blaine,  James  G.,  162 

Blake,  James  H.,  48 

Blakeley,  Mary  Young,  159,  169 

Bland,  Theodorick,  13 

Blind  and  physically  handicapped,  books  for,  255 

Blodget’s  Hotel,  61,  62 

The  Bloody  Buoy  6“  Cannibal  Progress,  13 

Bodet,  Jaime  Torres,  235 

Bolton,  Frances  P.,  245 

A Book  for  All  Readers,  Designed  as  an  Aid  to 
the  Collection,  Use,  and  Preservation  of  Books, 
and  the  Formation  of  Public  and.  Private 
Libraries,  120 
Boorstin,  Daniel  J.,  208 
Boston  Daily  Globe,  208 
Boston  Herald,  208 
Boston  Public  Library,  181 
Botanic  Garden,  85,  86 
Bow,  Frank  T.,  246 
Bowker,  Richard  R.,  183 
Boyd,  Allen  R.,  184;  with  LC  staff.  Ulus.,  185 
Boyd,  James  P.,  162 

Boyd,  Julian  P.,  204,  217,  227,  Ulus.,  240 

Boyd,  Washington,  46 

Brackett,  James,  105 

Bradley,  William  Czar,  58,  66,  80 

Brent,  Daniel  C.,  48 

Brett,  William  H.,  136,  182,  244 

Brickell,  John,  13 

Bridge,  Frank,  192 

British  Museum,  129,  134,  139,  168,  229 
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British  Public  Libraries  Act  of  1855,  124 
Broderick,  John  C.,  “John  Russell  Young;  the 
Internationalist  as  Librarian,”  142-75 
Brook  Farm,  150 
Brookings  Institution,  236 
Brown,  John,  4,  5,  30,  96 
Brown  (John  Carter)  Library,  185 
Bruncken,  Ernest,  with  LC  staff,  Ulus.,  185 
Bryant,  Douglas,  253,  254 
Buchanan,  James,  96,  124,  144,  152 
Buffon,  Georges  Louis  Leclerc,  comte  de,  15 
Bull  Run,  battle  of,  125,  149,  171 
Burch,  Samuel,  48,  49 
Bureau  of  the  Budget,  209 
Burke,  Aedanus,  13 
Burlingame,  Anson,  158 
Burns,  Robert,  13 
Burr,  Aaron,  7,  8,  9,  10,  11,  12,  42 
Butler,  Benjamin,  154 
Buturlin,  Dimitrii  Petrovich,  count,  83 


Callender,  James  T.,  9,  10 

Calm  Observer  (pseud.);  see  Beckley,  John  J. 

Calvert,  Joseph  W.,  107 

Campbell,  Anthony,  10 

Canons  of  Selection,  211 

Capitol,  U.S.:  British  burning  of,  48,  61,  Ulus., 
49,  50;  fund  for  acquiring  artwork  for,  86; 
Latrobe  plans.  Ulus.,  2,  64;  Library  fire  of  1851, 
65-66,  86-87,  110;  Library  housed  in,  14,  22, 
26,  28,  80,  no,  119,  132,  133,  134,  137,  Ulus., 
135;  Library  moved  from,  164,  183;  Library 
Room,  restored,  89,  Ulus.,  91;  War  Department 
bakeries  in,  110,  Ulus.,  109;  west  front.  Ulus., 
92-93 

Carey,  Mathew,  11 
Carlyle,  Thomas,  197 
Carnegie  Corporation,  grant,  211 
Carroll,  Lewis  (pseud.),  manuscript,  229 
Carson,  James  M.,  163 

Carter,  Constance,  “John  Gould  Stephenson; 

Largely  Known  and  Much  Liked,”  103-17 
Gass,  Lewis,  96 

Gatalog  cards:  distribution,  233;  printing,  186, 
248 

Cataloging,  83,  139,  231,  243;  Chinese  books,  168; 
fund  for,  86;  LC  leadership  in,  186,  248-49; 
Meehan  and,  82,  96;  Putnam  and,  180,  183; 
shared,  255;  Spofford  and,  131;  see  also  Na- 


tional Program  for  Acquisitions  and  Catalog- 
ing (NPAC) 

Cataloging  in  Publication  (CIP),  249,  250 
Catalogs,  book,  16,  46,  61,  62,  Ulus.,  16-20;  stereo- 
typing, 95 

Catalogs,  card:  Main  Catalog,  243;  public  card 
catalog,  168 

Catalogue  of  Books,  Maps,  and  Charts,  Ulus., 
16-20 

Catalogue  of  the  Lato  Department  of  the  Library 
of  Congress,  82 

Catalogue  of  the  Library  of  the  United  States, 
61,  62 

Catalogue  of  the  Library  of  Thomas  Jefferson, 
168,  232 

Catesby,  Mark,  15 

Cervantes  Saavedra,  Miguel  de,  collection,  231 
Champion  of  a Cause,  212 
Chancellorsville,  battle  of,  113 
Chase,  Salmon  P.,  98,  122,  131,  150 
Chesapeake,  42 
Cheves,  Langdon,  52 
The  Child  of  Feeling,  58 
Children’s  Book  Section,  255 
China,  U.S.  minister  to,  157 
Chinese  materials,  168 
Choate,  Rufus  P.,  86,  128 
Choate,  Hall  & Stewart,  204 
Cincinnati  Daily  Commercial,  109,  112,  124,  125 
Civil  Service  Commission,  U.S.,  211,  215 
Civil  War,  111,  125,  144,  155,  171;  Stephenson  in 
the,  11-14 

Civis  (pseud.);  see  Hamilton,  Alexander 
Clapp,  Verner  W.,  210,  213,  232,  235,  246,  249, 
Ulus.,  214 

Clark,  Allen  Culling,  67,  68 
Clark,  Bennett  Champ,  217 
Clark,  George,  42 
Clark,  James,  52 
Clark,  Thomas  H.,  165 

Classification  of  materials,  183,  184;  revision  of 
LC  classification,  231 
Claxton,  Thomas,  14 
Clay,  Henry,  67,  78,  80,  81,  83 
Clay,  Joseph,  27 
Clayton,  John,  3,  7 
Clemens,  Samuel  L.,  150,  156 
Clendinen,  George,  5 

Glerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  5,  6,  10, 
12,  14,  28,41,42,  46,  48,  53 
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Cleveland,  Grover,  158,  160,  163,  166;  and  con- 
struction of  the  Library,  133 
Cleveland  Library  Club,  244 

Cleveland  Occupational  Planning  Commission, 
244 

Cleveland  Public  Library,  243-45 

Coast  Survey  Department,  85 

Cobbett,  William  ; see  Porcupine,  Peter  (pseud.) 

Cocke,  Buller,  51 

Coffin,  Charles  C.,  149 

Cogswell,  Joseph  G.,  93 

Cohen,  Benjamin,  Ulus.,  236 

Colden,  Cadwallader,  13 

Cole,  John  Y.,  110;  “Ainsworth  Rand  Spofford; 
the  Valiant  and  Persistent  Librarian  of  Con- 
gress,” 118-41 

Coleman,  Julia;  see  Young,  Julia  Coleman 
Colfax,  Schuyler,  151,  152 
Collamer,  Jacob,  97,  108,  131,  138 
Collected  Poems,  1917-52,  217 
Collins,  Ross  A.,  195 
Coltrane,  James  E.,  256n 
Columbia  Historical  Society,  120 
Columbian  College,  79;  library  school,  120,  137 
Columbian  Star,  78 
Columbus,  Christopher,  letter,  229 
Comrnentaries  on  the  Laws  of  England,  13,  229 
Conant,  James  B.,  204 
Condy,  Jonathan  W.,  9,  10,  14,  22 
Conference  of  Allied  Ministers  of  Education,  217 
Congress  (U.S.),  7,  9,  11-12,  15,  26-28,  226,  233, 
234;  circulation  of  books  to  members.  Ulus.,  84; 
confirmation  of  MacLeish’s  nomination,  208; 
confirmation  of  Mumford’s  nomination,  245; 
Mumford’s  relations  with,  246;  support  of  the 
Library,  254;  Eirst,  5,  6,  13;  36th,  124;  37th, 
125;  55th,  164 

Congress  (U.S.),  House  committees,  11;  on  Ac- 
counts, 51,  52;  Appropriations,  167,  209,  212, 
225,  235,  246,  250;  on  Patents,  133;  Ways  and 
Means,  66,  69 

Congress  (U.S.),  House  of  Representatives,  2,  22; 
Magruder’s  election  to,  40;  see  also  Clerk  of 
the  House  of  Representatives 
Congress  (U.S.),  Joint  Committee  on  the  Library, 
66,  67,  70,  85,  98,  110,  111,  128,  130,  131,  167, 
169,  182,  185,  247,  251,  252;  and  acquisitions, 
13-14,  45-46,  50,  68-69,  94,  138;  chairman,  92, 
108,  121,  255;  first  appointed,  14;  hearings,  136, 
166;  and  Jefferson,  15;  relations  with  Librarian 


of  Congress,  63,  65,  83,  129,  132;  reports,  44-46, 
61,  62  ‘ 

Congress  (U.S.),  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  13,  14 
Congress  (U.S.),  Senate  committees:  Eoreign  Re- 
lations, 217;  Library,  207,  208;  Mitchell’s  com- 
mittee to  select  books,  26;  Rules  and  Adminis- 
tration, 245;  Subcommittee  on  Appropriations, 
249 

Congressional  Journal,  28 
Congressional  Record,  245,  253,  254 
Congressional  Research  Service,  creation  of,  251; 

see  also  Legislative  Reference  Service 
Conkling,  Roscoe,  170 
Conquistador,  204 
Constable,  William,  6 

Constitution,  U.S.,  5,  213,  229;  on  exhibit,  189- 
90,  Ulus.,  214,  226;  transfer  to  the  Library, 
189 

Continental  Congress,  4,  12 
Conway,  Moncure  D.,  124 
Cooke,  Jay,  149,  152 
Coolidge,  Calvin,  Ulus.,  190 
Coolidge,  Elizabeth  Sprague,  191,  193;  portrait. 
Ulus.,  191 

Coolidge,  Grace  Goodhue,  Ulus.,  190 
Coolidge  Auditorium,  216,  218 
Coolidge  (Elizabeth  Sprague)  Eoundation,  192 
Copyright,  62,  86,  124,  137;  amendment  of  1865, 
132;  law  of  1870,  132;  and  the  Library,  119, 
129,  133,  138,  168,  182;  fees,  163;  Universal 
Copyright  Convention,  235,  236 
Copyright  Office,  210,  225 
Cornwallis,  Charles,  4 
Corpus  Christi  Day,  ceremony.  Ulus.,  228 
Cosmos  Club,  183 
Coues,  Samuel  E.,  96 
Coulter,  John  B.,  Ulus.,  236 

Council  on  Library  Resources,  Inc.  (CLR),  249 

Countryman,  Gratia  A.,  179,  180 

Coxe,  Richard  S.,  77 

Coxe,  Tench,  11,  12 

Craigie,  Andrew,  6 

Crerar  (John)  Library,  134 

Cret,  Paul  Philippe,  196 

Grittenden,  John  J.,  85 

Croft,  Samuel  M.,  with  I.C  staff.  Ulus.,  185 
The  Cuckold's  Chronicle,  13 
Cummings,  Amos  J.,  152,  169 
Cumulative  Catalog,  232;  see  also  National  Union 
Catalog 
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Cushing,  Caleb,  158;  library,  168 

Dana,  Charles  A.,  152,  153,  154;  cartoon  carica- 
ture, illns.,  155 
Dana,  Samuel  W.,  46 

D’Arusmont,  Frances  Wright;  see  Wright,  Frances 
Daughters  of  the  American  Revolution,  199 
Davids,  May  Dow;  see  Young,  May  Dow  Russell 
Davis,  Jefferson,  96 
Day,  William  R.,  115 
Dayton,  Jonathan,  10 
Deane,  Kathryn  Mumford,  242 
Declaration  of  Independence,  213,  214,  226;  on 
exhibit,  137-38;  transfer  to  the  Library,  Ulus., 
189 

Defense  Department,  232 
Democratic  party,  125,  152,  160 
Dewey,  Melvil,  134,  136,  166,  182,  184 
Dexter,  Samuel,  11,  13 
Dickens,  Charles,  152,  170,  172n 
Dickerson,  Mahlon,  69 
Dinsmore,  Richard,  14 
Dirksen,  Everett,  212 
Discourses  on  Davilla,  6 

District  of  Columbia  Library  Association,  120 
Division  for  the  Study  of  Wartime  Communica- 
tions, 215 
Dix,  William,  250 
Dockery,  Alexander,  164 

Dodgson,  Charles  L.;  see  Carroll,  Lewis  (pseud.) 

Dolby,  George,  172n 

Dole,  William  P.,  108 

Dos  Passos,  John,  204 

Doubleday,  Abner,  113 

Doubleday,  Doran  & Co.,  197 

Dougherty,  Daniel,  160 

Dougherty,  Thomas,  53 

Douglas,  Stephen  A.,  106 

Duane,  William,  10,  11,  12,  13,  16,  20 

Duer,  William,  6 

Duke,  James  Buchanan,  241 

Dunbar,  Paul  Laurence,  166 

Duncanson,  William  Mayne,  42 

Durazzo  family  library,  83 

E.  D.  Truman,  95;  see  also  Truman  & Spofford 

Early  American  Imprints  Inventory,  224 

The  Early  American  Novel,  72 

Easby,  William,  87 

Eastman,  Linda,  244 

Eaton,  John  Henry,  78,  79 


Eclectic  Series,  121 
Education,  U.S.  Office  of,  120 
Eisenhower,  Dwight  D.,  235,  245 
Elizabeth  II,  queen  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
230 

Elliot,  James,  41 
Elliot,  Jonathan,  78 
Elliot,  William,  61 

Emergency  Relief  Administration  Act  (of  1939), 
223 

Emerson,  Ralph  Waldo,  121,  122,  130 
Engel,  Carl,  184,  191,  192,  193 
Erving,  George  W.,  20 

Essays  Offered  to  Herbert  Putnam  by  His  Col- 
leagues and  Friends  on  His  Thirtieth  Anni- 
versary as  Librarian  of  Congress,  5 April  1929, 
193 

Evans,  George  Washington,  221 
Evans,  Gill  Coffer,  223 
Evans,  Helen  Murphy,  223,  Ulus.,  230 
Evans,  Lillie  Johnson,  221 

Evans,  Luther  H.,  168,  177,  210,  212,  218,  220- 
37,  245,  254,  Ulus.,  220,  222,  225,  226,  227,  228, 
230,  234,  236;  cartoon.  Ulus.,  225 
Everett,  Edward,  65,  66,  69-71,  83,  84 
An  Examination  of  the  Late  Proceedings  in 
Congress  Respecting  the  Official  Conduct  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  7 

The  Fall  of  the  City,  204 
Earmington  Plan,  229 

Earnum,  Jessica  L.,  with  Library  staff.  Ulus.,  185 

Faulkner,  Charles  James,  82 

Federal  Library  Committee,  236 

Federal  Personnel  Council,  233 

Federal  Project  One,  223,  224 

Federal  Writers’  Project,  223 

Federalist  party,  6,  8,  9,  10,  11,  12,  39,  40 

Fenno,  John,  7 

Ferguson,  Milton  J.,  207 

Fessender,  William  Pitt,  85,  97,  98,  108 

Fillmore,  Millard,  68 

Film  Council  of  America,  245 

Fish,  Hamilton,  154,  173n 

Fisher,  Samuel  S.,  133 

Fitzhugh  Crossing,  battle  of,  113 

Flemming,  Arthur,  211 

Fletcher,  William  I.,  182 

Folk  song,  archive,  193 

Folklore,  232 
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Fontoura,  Joao  Neves  da,  ilhis.,  230 

Foot,  Solomon,  110 

Forl^es,  E.,  drawing.  Ulus.,  112 

Force,  Peter,  80,  132,  165;  library,  132,  133 

Force,  William  Q.,  85 

Force  (Peter)  Collection,  132 

Force’s  Picture  of  the  City  of  Washington  and 
Its  Vicinity  for  1845,  85 
Forney,  John  W.,  144,  149,  160,  173n 
Forrest,  Edwin,  170 
Fortune,  204,  206 
Eothergill,  John,  22 
Fonshee,  William,  5 
Fowler,  John,  30 
Fowler,  Theodosius,  6 

Fox,  Betsy  Perrin;  see  Mumford,  Betsy  Perrin 
Fox 

Frankfurter,  Felix,  204,  205,  206,  216 

Freemasons,  4,  5,  7,  48 

Freer  Gallery  of  Art,  191,  192 

Frelinghuysen,  Frederick  Theodore,  157 

Fremont,  Jessie  Benton,  84 

Fremont,  John  C.,  84 

French,  Benjamin  Brown,  87,  110 

Freneau,  Philip  M.,  7 

Frescoes  for  Mr.  Rockefeller’s  City,  204 

Friedenwald,  Flerbert,  165,  167,  170 

Fromentin,  Eligius,  62,  68 

Frost,  J.  T.,  48,  49,51 

Frost,  Robert,  216 

Fugitive  Slave  Law,  122 


Gage,  Lyman,  163 

Gallatin,  Albert,  14,  20,  42 

Gamaliel,  197 

Gardner,  William  P.,  10 

Garfield,  James  A.,  131,  157 

Gay,  Sydney  Howard,  150,  152 

Gazette  of  the  United  States,  7 

Gebbie  8c  Co.,  120 

General  Accounting  Office,  209 

George,  Henry,  171 

Gerry,  Elbridge,  13 

Gershwin,  George,  manuscripts,  231 

Gettysburg,  battle  of,  103,  113,  115,  ilhis.,  114; 

reunion  of  officers,  161,  Ulus.,  161 
Giant  Bible  of  Mainz,  231 

Goodwyn,  Martha;  see  Magruder,  Martha  Good- 
wyn 


Goodwyn,  Peterson,  48,  52,  53n 
Gordon,  Martin  K.,  “Patrick  Magruder;  Citizen, 
Congressman,  Librarian  of  Congress,”  38-55 
Gosse,  Edmund,  133 
Grant,  Albert,  103,  114,  115 
Grant,  Ulysses  S.,  133,  150,  152,  154,  157,  158, 
162,  171,  173n;  in  Tientsin,  Ulus.,  158;  travels, 
168 

Grayson,  William,  5 

Greeley,  Horace,  144,  149,  150,  151,  152,  154,  169, 
170,  172,  173n;  cartoon  caricature.  Ulus.,  155 
Green,  Bernard,  182;  with  LC  staff.  Ulus.,  185 
Green,  Duff,  79 

Greenleaf  and  Law  in  the  Federal  City,  67,  73n 
Gregory,  Mary  Anne  Berkley,  4 
Gregory,  Nathaniel,  4 

Griffin,  Appleton  P.  C,,  165,  184;  with  LC  staff. 
Ulus.,  185 

Gutenberg  Bible,  194,  195,  213 


Hagenbach,  Mrs.,  144 

“Hail  Columbia,”  10 

Hale,  Eugene,  165 

Halstead,  Murat,  124,  128 

Hamilton,  Alexander,  6,  7,  8,  9,  10,  11,  13,  86 

Hamilton,  Elizabeth  Schuyler,  6 

Hamilton,  Samuel  S.,  27 

The  Hamlet  of  A.  MacLeish,  204 

Hamlin,  E.  S.,  122 

Hamlin,  Hannibal,  106 

Hanson,  J.  C.  M.,  165,  183,  184 

Hanson,  Samuel,  12 

The  Happy  Marriage  and  Other  Poems,  204 

Harding,  Warren  G.,  188,  190 

Hare,  J.  1.  Clark,  160 

Harlan,  James,  153 

Harpers  Ferry,  raid,  96 

Plarris,  Henry  J.,  184;  with  LC  staff.  Ulus.,  185 

Harris,  Townsend,  158 

Harris,  W.  T.,  182 

Harrison,  Benjamin,  160,  173n 

Harrison,  William  Henry,  30,  80 

Harvard  Imw  Review,  204 

Harvard  University,  4,  217 

Hastings,  Charles  H.,  184,  Ulus.,  185 

Hastings,  Hugh  J.,  cartoon  caricature.  Ulus.,  155 

Hawthorne,  Nathaniel,  121 

Hay,  John,  150 
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Hayes,  Rutherford  B.,  121,  131,  138;  congress- 
ional testimony,  182 
Healy,  G.  P.  A.,  86 
Hemingway,  Ernest,  204 
Henry  III,  king  of  England,  229 
Henry,  Joseph,  86,  95,  128,  132 
Henry,  Patrick,  4,  5 
Hersholt,  Jean,  gift,  231 
Higher  Education  Act  (of  1965),  250 
The  Higher  Law  Tried  by  Reason  and  Author- 
ity: An  Argument  Pro  and  Con,  122 
Hill,  Mark,  65 

Hillard,  Martha;  see  MacLeish,  Martha  Hillard 
Hispanic  Foundation,  230 
Hispanic  Society  of  America,  197 
Historical  Records  Survey,  223-24,  226,  237n; 
workers.  Ulus.,  222 

History  of  the  Library  of  Congress,  57,  61,  74 
History  of  the  United  States  for  1796,  9 
Hoar,  George  F.,  166,  167 
Hoffman,  John  T.,  152 
Hollings,  Ernest  F.,  248 
Hopkins,  Harry,  223 
Hopkinson  Emily  Mifflin,  10 
Hopkinson,  Joseph,  10 
Horan,  Walt,  235,  246 
Hosmer,  Hezekiah  L.,  108 
Houdini,  Harry  (pseud.),  192 
Houghton,  Arthur  A.,  Jr.,  216 
House  of  Representatives;  see  Congress  (U.S.), 
House  of  Representatives 
Houston,  Sam,  80 

Howard,  O.  O.,  160,  162;  at  Gettysburg  reunion. 
Ulus.,  161 

Hubbard,  Gardiner  Greene,  167 

Hubbard,  Mabel;  see  Bell,  Mabel  Hubbard 

Hughes,  Charles  Evans,  188,  190 

Hugo,  Victor,  122 

Hull,  Cordell,  papers,  231 

Human  relations,  committees  and  council,  252 
Humboldt,  Alexander  von,  22 
Hunt,  Gaillard,  184;  with  LC  staff.  Ulus.,  185 
Huntington,  Archer  M.,  197;  endowment,  216 
Hutcheson,  David,  165,  184 
Huxley,  Julian,  235 


Ibbotson,  Louis  T.,  241 

Impeachment,  of  Andrew  Johnson,  150-51 

Incunabula,  194-95 


India,  P.L.  480  program  in,  250 
Indiana,  105,  106,  107,  111 
Indiana  State  Archives,  115 
Indiana  State  Library,  115 
Ingersoll,  Robert,  166 
Innocents  Abroad,  150 
Interior,  U.S.  Department  of,  95 
Interlibrary  loan,  136,  186 

International  cooperation,  exchange  programs, 
94,  132 

Inverchapel,  Archibald  John  Kerr  Clark  Kerr,  1st 
baron,  228 
Irvine,  William,  7 
Irving,  Washington,  163 
Israel,  Israel,  10 

Itinerarium  Portugalensium.,  70 


J.B.,  217 

Jackson,  Andrew,  67,  78,  79,  80 

Japan,  157;  emperor,  155 

Japanese  Foreign  Office,  archives,  229 

Jay,  John,  11 

Jay  Treaty,  8 

Jeffers,  Robinson,  216 

Jefferson,  Thomas,  6-7,  12,  14,  15,  16,  30,  41,  46, 
61,  63,  65,  69,  71,  128;  appointment  of  Librar- 
ian, 3,  42,  44;  bicentennial  celebration,  214; 
classification  scheme,  62,  73,  82,  95;  fund  for 
printing  his  papers,  86;  letters,  227,  Ulus.,  44, 
45,  60;  library,  61,  67,  68,  87,  168,  232;  and 
Library  accounts,  20;  presidential  candidate, 
8-9,  11 

Jefferson  (Thomas)  Building,  209,  212,  215,  251; 
construction,  194,  195;  opening,  197;  reading 
room,  215 

Jefferson  (Thomas)  Room,  215 
Jenckes,  Thomas  A.,  133 
Jewell,  Marshall,  157 

Jewett,  Charles  C.,  86,  90,  94,  95,  99,  128,  129,  137 
Joeckel,  Carlton  B.,  210 

John  Beckley:  Zealous  Partisan  in  a Nation 
Divided,  3 

Johnson,  Andrew,  150,  153 

Johnson,  Lillie;  see  Evans,  Lillie  Johnson 

Johnson,  Reverdy,  131 

Johnston,  William  Dawson,  57,  61,  62,  63,  65, 
66,  68,  71,  72,  169 

Jones,  George,  cartoon  caricature.  Ulus.,  155 
Jordan,  B.  Everett,  247,  251,  254,  255 
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Kearin,  Robert,  108 
Kearney,  James,  28,  42,  45 
Kebler,  Leonard,  gift,  231 
Kenan,  Thomas,  41 
Kennedy,  John  F.,  253 
Kennedy,  Julia  Elizabeth,  72,  73 
Key,  Philip  Barton,  40 

Kimball,  Arthur,  165;  with  LC  staff,  ilhis.,  185 
King,  Gilbert  W.,  249 

King,  Josias  W.,  14,  22,  26,  41,  42;  application. 
Ulus.,  43;  petition  to  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, Ulus.,  23-25 
Kirby,  Ephraim,  11 
Kirkwood,  S.  J.,  105 
Knight,  Henry  Cogswell,  71 
Knowles,  John  D.,  78 
Koch,  T.  W.,  188 
Koerner,  Gustave,  106 
Korea,  157 

Korean  Reconstruction  Agency,  UN,  officers. 
Ulus.,  236 


The  L.  . . . Family  at  Washington,  65,  69,  72 

Lambert,  William,  14,  22 

Lancaster  Academy,  105 

Lancaster  Historical  Society,  103,  115 

Lane,  Henry  S.,  106,  107,  125 

Lane,  William  C.,  183 

Langley,  S.  P.,  182 

Lanman,  Charles,  131 

Latrobe,  Benjamin  H.,  architectural  drawings. 
Ulus.,  2,  64 

Latter  Day  Luminary,  77 
Law,  John,  58,  67,  73 
Law,  Thomas,  73n 

The  Law  and  Practice  of  the  Game  of  Euchre,  83 
Law  Library,  82,  92,  108,  110,  112,  164,  210 
The  Law  of  Nature  and  Nations,  13 
Lawson,  John,  13 

The  Lawyer;  or,  Man  As  He  Ought  Not  To  Be, 
58,  62 

League  of  Nations,  223,  234 
Lee,  Henry,  7 
Lee,  Richard  Bland,  6 
Leech,  Margaret,  112 
Leger,  Alexis  Saint-Leger,  216 
Legislative  Appropriations  Act  (1897),  182 
Legislative  Reference  Service,  210,  215,  224,  225, 
227,  236,  247,  251;  establishment,  188 


Legislative  Reorganization  Act:  of  1946,  227;  of 
1970,  251 

Leland,  Waldo  Gifford,  197 
Lenox,  James,  70 
Leopard,  42 

Lewis,  Lawrence,  181,  183 

Li  Hung  Chang,  157,  162,  168,  170;  with  U.  S. 

Grant,  Ulus.,  158 
Librarian’s  Committee,  210,  211 
Librarian’s  Conference,  215 
Librarians’  Letterbooks,  83 
Library  Company  of  Philadelphia,  13 
Library  Journal,  165 
The  Library  of  Choice  Literature,  120 
Library  of  Congress  Building,  119,  137,  164,  251; 
move  to,  183 

Library  of  Congress  Information  Bulletin,  233 
The  Library  of  Historic  Characters  and  Famous 
Events  of  All  Nations  and  All  Ages,  120 
Limb,  Ben  C.,  Ulus.,  236 

Lincoln,  Abraham,  96,  125,  131,  132,  149,  171, 
230;  appointment  of  Spofford,  119;  and  Steph- 
enson, 103,  106,  107,  108,  109,  113,  115 
Lincoln,  Levi,  14 
Lincoln,  Mary  Todd,  230 
Lincoln,  Robert  Todd,  162 

Lincolniana,  Alfred  Whital  Stern  Collection,  231 
Literary  Club  of  Cincinnati,  119,  120,  121,  122, 
133,  137 

Livingston,  Robert  R.,  7,  20 
Locke,  John,  68 
Logan,  George,  7 
Long  Island,  battle  of,  76 

Longstreet,  James,  162,  174n;  at  Gettysburg  re- 
union, Ulus.,  161 
Lord,  Milton  E.,  Ulus.,  225 
Louisiana  Purchase,  227 
Lowell,  James  Russell,  163 
Luce,  Henry,  204 
Lydenberg,  Harry  M.,  242 
Lyell,  Charles,  89 


McCarthy,  Joseph,  233,  235 
McClintock,  Charles,  153 
McClure,  Alexander,  163,  170 
McDonald,  John,  14 

McDonough,  John,  “John  Silva  Meehan,  a Gen- 
tleman of  Amiable  Manners,”  76-102 
McElhone,  Philip,  164 
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McGrath,  Christopher  C.,  235 
McGuffey  Readers,  121 
McHenry,  James,  10,  39 
Machine-Readable  Cataloging;  see  MARC 
Machiavelli,  Niccolo,  13 
McKean,  Thomas,  10,  12 

McKinley,  William,  162,  163,  164,  165,  183;  ap- 
pointment of  Young,  136 
Maclay,  William,  6,  15 
MacLeish,  Ada,  204 
MacLeish,  Andrew,  203 

MacLeish,  Archibald,  198,  202-19,  225,  243,  245, 
Ulus.,  202,  214,  218;  and  Evans,  224,  233,  234; 
letter  to  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt,  Ulus.,  205-6 
MacLeish,  Martha  Hillard,  203,  218n 
Macon,  Nathaniel,  28 
McWilliams,  J.  P.,  162 

Madison,  James,  42,  48,  58,  59,  61;  appointment 
of  Librarian,  53;  and  Berkley,  4,  5,  6,  7,  12,  14, 
27;  fund  for  printing  his  papers,  86;  medal- 
lions, Ulus.,  252,  253 

Madison  (James)  Memorial  Building,  65,  251,  255 
Magic,  192-93 

Magna  Charta,  213;  Lacock  Abbey  copy.  Ulus., 
228;  Lincoln  Cathedral  copy,  229 
Magruder,  Adelina  Virginia,  48 
Magruder,  George,  46,  48,  49,  50,  51,  52 
Magruder,  Louisa,  39 
Magruder,  Martha  Goodwyn,  48,  53 
Magruder,  Napoleon  Bonaparte,  48 
Magruder,  Patrick,  38-55,  57,  61,  66;  portrait, 
Ulus.,  38 

Magruder,  Robert  P.,  39 
Magruder,  Sallie  Turner,  39 
Magruder,  Samuel  Wade,  39 
Mahone,  William,  162 

Main  Building,  119,  137,  164,  251;  move  to,  183 
Main  Reading  Room,  “Democracy  Alcove,”  215 
Manassas,  Battle  of  First;  see  Bull  Run,  battle  of 
Mann,  Thomas,  216 

Manuscript  Division,  reading  room.  Ulus.,  247 
Manuscripts,  cataloging  rules,  231 
Map  Division,  215 

Marble,  Manton,  cartoon  caricature.  Ulus.,  155 

MARC  (Machine-Readable  Cataloging),  250 

Marryat,  Frederick,  72 

Marsh,  George,  86,  128 

Marshall,  John,  5 

Marshall,  O.  H.,  135 

Martel,  Charles,  184;  with  LC  staff.  Ulus.,  185 


Mason,  George,  5 
Mason,  Stevens  T.,  14 
Massachusetts  Historical  Society,  28 
Mather,  Cotton,  186 

Matheson,  William,  “George  Watterston,  Advo- 
cate of  the  National  Library,”  56-75 
Maugham,  W.  Somerset,  231 
Meams,  David  C.,  110,  165,  177,  185,  187,  191, 
198,  208,210,  225,  214 

Meehan,  Charles  Henry  Wharton,  82,  83,  108 
Meehan,  John  Silva,  66,  67,  74n,  76-102,  108; 

diary  entry.  Ulus.,  81;  portrait.  Ulus.,  76 
Meehan,  Susan  M.;  see  Taylor,  Susan  Meehan 
Mellon,  Andrew,  193 

Memorandum  of  Proceedings  in  the  United 
States  Senate,  1803-1807 , 27 
Men  and  Memories:  Personal  Reminiscences,  170 
Mercantile  Library;  see  Young  Men’s  Mercantile 
Library 

Mercator  (pseud.);  see  Berkley,  John  J. 

Mercer,  George  Gluyas,  160 
Meredith,  Solomon,  113,  115 
Messages  and  Papers  of  the  Presidents,  137 
Metcalf,  Clarence,  243 
Metcalf,  Keyes  D.,  210,  225,  242 
Mexico,  official  gazettes,  229 
Meyer,  Hermann  H,  B.,  184;  with  LC  staff. 
Ulus.,  185 

Meyers,  Eugene,  gift,  216 
Meyers,  Mrs.  Eugene,  gift,  216 
Microforms  and  microfilming:  of  newspapers, 
251;  of  resources  in  foreign  repositories,  229 
Mifflin,  Emily;  see  Hopkinson,  Emily  Mifflin 
Mifflin,  Thomas,  13 
Milam,  Carl  H.,  204 
Miller,  Mrs.  Adolph  C.,  193 
Milligan,  Joseph,  61 
Minneapolis  Athenaeum,  179-80 
Mitchill,  Samuel  L.,  26,  27,  28,  45;  portrait.  Ulus., 
26 

Moley,  Raymond,  223 

Monington,  Margaret  Jones,  77 

Monington,  Rachel  T.,  79 

Monroe,  James,  4,  7,  8,  9,  10,  12,  30,  63,  65 

Monroney,  A.  S.  (Mike),  247,  252 

Montalboddo,  Fracanzano  da,  70 

Moore,  Charles,  192 

Morgan,  Edwin  S.,  138 

Morison,  Samuel,  204 

Morris,  Gouverneur,  7 
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Morris,  Robert,  6 
Morsell,  James  S.,  68 
Morton,  Oliver,  107,  113 

Motion  pictures,  225;  cataloging  rules,  231;  Mary 
Pickforcl  collection,  231;  preservation,  254 
Muhlenberg,  F.  A.  C.,  8,  10 
M linger,  G.,  51 

Mumford,  Betsy  Perrin  Fox,  242 
Mumford,  Bruton,  256n 
Mumford,  Emma  Luvenia  Stocks,  240 
Mumford,  Grover,  239,  256n 
Mumford,  Jacob  Edward,  240 
Mumford,  Kathryn;  see  Deane,  Kathryn  Mum- 
ford 

Mumford,  L.  Quincy,  177,  210,  218,  238-57,  Ulus., 
218,  238,  240,  247 

Mumford,  Permelia  Catherine  Stevens,  242 
Munn,  Ralph,  208 

Munroe,  Charlotte  Elizabeth;  see  Putnam,  Char- 
lotte Elizabeth  Munroe 
Munthe,  Wilhelm,  198 
Murphy,  Helen;  see  Evans,  Helen  Murphy 
Music,  191 

Music  Division,  215;  Archive  of  Folk  Song,  193; 
Folklore  Section,  232 

NBC,  Inter-American  University  of  the  Air,  217 
Nabuco,  Mauricio,  230 
Napoleon  I (Napoleon  Bonaparte),  28 
National  American  Woman  Suffrage  Association 
Archives,  111 

National  Archives  and  Records  Service,  115,  190, 
223,  226 

National  Commission  for  Unesco,  U.S.,  234,  236 
National  Commission  on  Libraries  and  Informa- 
tion Science,  254 

National  Education  Association,  237 
National  Gazette,  7 

National  Intelligencer,  3,  16,  58,  62,  65,  67,  69,  73, 
Ulus.,  88 

National  Journal,  65,  67,  70,  80 
National  Park  Service,  223 

National  Program  for  Acquisitions  and  Catalog- 
ing (NPAC),  249,  250 

National  Referral  Center  for  Science  and  Tech- 
nology, 255 

National  Union  Catalog,  136,  193,  214,  224,  233 
National  Union  Catalog,  Pre-1956  Imprints,  249 
National  Union  Catalog  of  Manuscript  Collec- 
tions, 224,  255 


Navy,  U.S.  Department  of  the,  50,  77 
Near  Eastern  and  North  African  Law  Division, 
255 

Nevins,  Allan,  106,  115 

New  Critical  Pronouncing  Dictionary  of  the  Eng- 
lish Language,  77 
Neiu  Found  Land,  204 
New  Serial  Titles,  232,  255 

New  York  City,  149;  Historical  Records  Survey, 
Ulus.,  222 

New  York  Evening  Post,  70,  124 
New  York  Herald,  154,  155,  159,  163,  173n 
Neiu  York  Herald  Tribune,  208 
New  York  Public  Library,  70,  242—43 
New  York  Society  library,  13 
New  York  Standard,  154 
New  York  Sun,  152,  153,  208 
N exo-York  Tribune,  144,  149,  150,  152,  153,  154, 
169 

New  York  University,  223 
New  York  World,  152 

Newspapers:  cartoon  caricature  of  editors  and 
publishers.  Ulus.,  155;  LC  collections.  111; 
preservation,  251;  union  lists,  232;  Young’s 
career  in  journalism,  144—59 
Nicholas  II,  czar  of  Russia,  163 
Nicholas,  Wilson  Cary,  13 
Nicholls,  Edward,  14 
Nicholson,  Joseph  H.,  22 
Nieman  Foundation,  204 
North  American  Review,  122 
Norton  (John)  & Son,  3 
Nourse,  Joseph,  45,  46 

Odes  in  Ohio,  and  Other  Poems,  presentation 
copy,  52 

Of  Human  Bondage,  231 

Office  of  Facts  and  Figures,  212,  245 

Office  of  Strategic  Services,  211,  215 

Ohio  Library  Association,  244 

Ohio  Post-War  Planning  Commission,  244 

Olmsted,  Frederick  Law,  papers,  231 

O’Neal,  William,  14 

O’Neale,  Peggy,  78 

Orientalia,  188 

Orientalia  Division,  232 

Orne,  Jerrold,  211,  213 

Ornithology,  72 

Orr,  Benjamin  G.,  46 

Osborn,  Andrew  D.,  210 
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Otis,  Samuel,  12,  14,  15,  28 
Otoe  Indians,  ilhis.,  227 


Page,  John,  4,  5 

Paine,  Thomas,  6 

Pakistan,  P.  L.  480  program  in,  250 

Panic,  204 

Parker,  Mrs.  Alvin  A.,  193 
Parker,  Theodore,  121,  122 

Parsons,  Francis  H.,  184;  with  LC  staff.  Ulus.,  185 
Partridge,  Sarah;  see  Spofford,  Sarah  Partridge 
Patent  Office,  86,  112,  132,  133 
Pattison,  Robert,  162;  at  Gettysburg  reunion. 
Ulus.,  161 

Payne,  John  Barton,  193 
Peale,  Charles  Willson,  20,  22 
Pearce,  James  Alfred,  85,  86,  87,  89,  92,  94,  96, 
98,  99,  108,  111;  portrait.  Ulus.,  85;  in  support 
of  Meehan,  97 
Pearson,  Joseph,  48,  52 
Pell,  Claiborne,  247,  253,  254 
Pendleton,  Edmund,  4,  5 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  Ulus.,  92-93 
Pennsylvania  Federation  of  Historical  Societies, 
224 

Pension  Office,  115 
Periodicals,  139 

Perley,  Clarence  W.,  with  LC  staff.  Ulus.,  185 
Pershing,  John  J.,  papers,  231 
Personnel:  employment  of  minorities  and  women, 
251-52;  MacLeish  study,  209 
Personnel  Administration,  215 
Personnel  Classification  Board,  191 
Better,  Henri,  72 

Phi  Beta  Kappa  Society,  4,  5,  241,  Ulus.,  240 

Philadelphia:  history,  162;  and  Young,  149 

Philadelphia  and  Reading  Railroad,  162 

Philadelphia  Evening  Star,  159,  163 

Philadelphia  Morning  Post,  149,  153 

Philadelphia  Post,  154 

Philadelphia  Press,  144,  152 

Phillips,  P.  Lee,  165,  174n,  184 

Phillips,  Wendell,  151 

Photographs;  see  Prints  and  photographs 

Pichon,  Louis  Andre,  12 

Pickering,  Timothy,  8,  9,  10,  13 

Bickford,  Mary,  motion  picture  collection,  231 

Pierce,  Franklin,  96 

Pierson,  Harriet  Wheeler,  184,  189 


Pinckney,  Thomas,  8,  9,  11 
“Plan  of  the  Principal  Story  of  the  Capitol, 
1806,”  by  Benjamin  H.  Latrobe,  Ulus.,  2 
Plater,  Tfiomas,  39,  40 

Plumer,  William,  27;  autobiography.  Ulus.,  29; 

diary,  ilhis.,  31-37;  portrait.  Ulus.,  30 
Poetry  readings,  216,  218,  232 
Poinsett,  Joel,  69 
Porcupine,  Peter  (pseud.),  13 
Porter,  David,  77 
Porter,  John  Addison,  166 
Porter,  Katherine  Anne,  216 
The  Pot  of  Earth,  204 
Potter,  Martin  D.,  124 
Pougers,  20 

Powell,  Benjamin  E.,  “Lawrence  Quincy  Mum- 
ford;  Twenty  Years  of  Progress,”  238-57 
Powell,  Leven,  13 

Preservation  of  Library  materials,  251 
Presidents  of  the  United  States,  93,  208;  papers, 
168,  254;  portraits,  86;  see  also  names  of  indi- 
vidual Presidents 
Press;  see  Newspapers 
Prince,  Maria;  see  Berkley,  Maria  Prince 
Prints  and  photographs,  cataloging  rules,  231 
Processing  Department,  210;  Mumford  reorgani- 
zation of,  242,  243 
Professional  Forum,  215 

Public  Law  480  program,  249,  255;  in  Djakarta, 
Ulus.,  248 

Public  libraries;  see  American  libraries 
Public  Libraries  in  the  United  States,  120 
Public  Library  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  120 
Public  Speech,  204 
Publishers'  Weekly,  245-46 
Puffendorf,  Grotius,  27 
Putnam,  Brenda,  192,  197 
Putnam,  Charlotte  Elizabeth  Munroe,  180 
Putnam,  George  Palmer,  179 
Putnam,  Herbert,  77,  176-201,  208,  211,  243,  245, 
Ulus.,  176,  225;  at  the  Boston  Public  Library, 
136;  and  civil  service,  165;  congressional  testi- 
mony, 166;  and  Jefferson  Building,  251; 
MacLeish  on,  209;  on  Spofford,  139;  welcome 
to  Mumford,  255;  with  Otto  H.  F.  Vollbehr, 
Ulus.,  194 

Putnam,  Victorine  Haven,  179 

Quarterly  Journal  of  the  Library  of  Congress, 
established,  216 
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Rachmaninoff,  Mrs.  Sergei,  231 
Rachmaninoff  Archives,  231 
Ramiisio,  Giambattista,  71 
Randolph,  Edmund  J.,  4,  5,  6,  7,  8,  9 
Randolph,  John,  14,  41 
Raney,  Llewellyn,  208 

Rare  books:  Edward  Everett  and  the  Library’s 
collection,  69—71;  incunabula,  194-95;  Thomas 
Jefferson  collection,  61,  67,  68 
Reconstruction  era,  150,  155,  171 
“Record  of  Books  Drawn— 1800-1802,”  16,  22 
Recordings:  cataloging  rules,  231;  of  poets  and 
novelists,  216,  232 

Reference  Department,  210,  224,  225 
Reibelt,  J.  Philip,  42 
Reid,  Whitelaw,  149,  153,  173n 
Republican  party,  6,  7,  8,  9,  11,  12,  40,  61,  105, 
106,  114,  115,  124,  131,  151,  159,  160,  161 
Reynolds,  James,  8,  9,  10 
Reynolds,  Maria,  10 
Rice,  Paul  North,  210,  242 
Rich,  Obadiah,  70,  84 
Rich  Brothers,  90,  94 
Richardson,  James  D.,  137 
Rights  of  Man,  6 
Ripley,  George,  150 
Robbins,  Asher,  67 

Roberts,  David  E.,  with  LC  staff.  Ulus.,  185 
Roberts,  Jonathan,  63 
Roche,  Mary,  113 
Rockefeller,  John  D.,  Jr.,  193 
Rockhill,  william  W.‘  168 
Rodney,  Caesar  A.,  15,  42 
Rogers,  Rutherford  D.,  255 
Roight,  Mrs.  Honorio,  Ulus.,  236 
Roosevelt,  Eleanor,  Ulus.,  234 
Roosevelt,  Franklin,  204,  245;  brain  trust,  223; 
letters,  197,  Ulus.,  207;  and  MacLeish,  205,  206, 
207,  213,  217 

Roosevelt,  Theodore,  message  to  Congress,  186 
Rosenbach,  A.  S.  W.,  229 
Rosenwald,  Lessing  J.,  229,  231 
Round  Table,  192,  197 
Rousseau,  Jean  Jacques,  68 
Royal  Society  of  London,  3 
Royall,  Anne  Newport,  58,  71 
Rudolph,  Alexander}.,  165 
Rules  and  regulations  of  the  Library,  46,  Ulus.,  47 
Rules  for  Descriptive  Cataloging  in  the  Library 
of  Congress,  231 

Rush,  Benjamin,  7,  9,  13,  15,  30 


St.  Catherine’s  Monastery,  Mt.  Sinai,  archives,  229 

Saint-Memin,  Charles  B.,  30 

St.  John,  Francis,  245 

Saltonstall,  I.everett,  249 

Sandburg,  Carl,  216 

The  Scenes  of  Youth,  58 

Schapiro,  Israel,  with  LC  staff.  Ulus.,  185 

Schuckers,  J.  W.,  172n 

Science  Division,  232 

The  Secret  History  of  the  Court  and  Cabinet  of 
St.  Cloud,  28 

Serial  Record  Division,  232 

Serials,  bibliographic  control,  232 

Seward,  William  H.,  97,  106 

Shanley,  Maria;  see  Watterston,  Maria  Shanley 

Sherman,  John,  131,  133 

Sherwood,  Robert,  204,  213 

Short,  William,  4 

Shufeldt,  Robert,  157 

Sickles,  Daniel,  162;  at  Gettysburg  reunion.  Ulus., 
161 

Sigma  (pseud.);  see  Spofford,  Ainsworth  Rand 
Sinclair,  Samuel,  151,  153 

Sittig,  William  J.,  “Luther  Evans,  Man  for  a 
New  Age,”  220-37 
Sketches,  58 

Slade,  William  Adams,  184;  with  LC  staff.  Ulus., 
185 

Slavery  and  the  abolitionist  movement,  121,  122, 
125,  149 
Slavica,  187 

Smalley,  George  W.,  150,  154 
Smilie,  John,  41 
Smith,  Caleb  B.,  107,  108 
Smith,  Jonathan  Bayard,  6 
Smith,  Samuel  H.,  16 
Smith,  Winthrop  B.,  121 
Smithmeyer  & Pelz,  133 
Smithson,  James,  86 
Smithsonian  Act  of  1846,  86 
Smithsonian  Institution,  85,  86,  95,  110,  128,  133, 
192;  deposit,  232;  library,  94,  132,  138 
Snyder,  Sam  S.,  249 

Solberg,  Thorvald,  165,  174n,  184;  with  LC  staff. 
Ulus.,  185 

Somers,  Amos  N.,  105 

Sonneck,  Oscar  G.  T.,  184,  191,  193,  Ulus.,  185 
Sound  recordings;  see  Recordings 
Sousa,  John  Philip,  manuscripts,  231 
Sowerby,  E.  Millicent,  168,  232 
Sparks,  Jared,  71 
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Spivacke,  Harold,  191 

Spofford,  Ainsworth  Rand,  77,  114,  118-41,  153, 
167,  168,  170,  182,  227,  233,  255,  Ulus.,  118, 
135;  and  classification  system,  96;  eulogy,  187; 
family  photograph.  Ulus.,  123;  knowledge  of 
the  Library,  183;  letter.  111,  Ulus.,  126-27;  and 
the  main  Library  of  Congress  Building,  251; 
and  Putnam,  179;  Stephenson’s  assistant,  98, 
109,  112;  Young  on,  163;  Young’s  assistant,  165 
Spofford,  Charles,  122,  Ulus.,  123 
Spofford,  Florence,  Ulus.,  123 
Spofford,  Greta  Rand,  120 
Spofford,  Henry,  122,  Ulus.,  123 
Spofford,  Luke  Ainsworth,  120 
Spofford,  Sarah  Partridge,  122,  125,  Ulus.,  123 
Spofford' s Cabinet  Cyclopaedia  Atlas  of  the 
World,  120 

Staff  Advisory  Committee,  215 
Standing  Buffalo,  chief  of  the  Otoe  Indians,  227 
State,  U.S.  Department  of,  95,  108,  132,  157,  168, 
188,  190,  217,  235 
Statement  of  Objectives,  211 
Stelle,  Edward  B.,  82,  86,  110 
Stephenson,  Benjamin,  105 
Stephenson,  Bryant,  103 
Stephenson,  Deborah  Turner,  103 
Stephenson,  John  Gould,  85,  97,  99,  103-17,  121, 
125,  129,  131,  132;  portrait.  Ulus.,  104 
Stephenson,  Mary  King  Baker,  103 
Stephenson,  Nathaniel  Wright,  115 
Stephenson,  Oliver,  105 
Stephenson,  Reuben  (b.  1727),  103 
Stephenson,  Reuben  (father  of  John  Gould 
Stephenson),  103,  105 

Stephenson,  Reuben  Henry,  105,  107,  109,  121, 
124 

Stephenson,  Turner,  105 

Stern,  Alfred  Whital,  collection  of  Lincolniana, 
231 

Stevens,  Permelia  Catherine;  see  Mumford,  Per- 
melia  Catherine  Stevens 
The  Story  up  to  Now  (Mearns),  58,  225 
Stow,  Baron,  78 

Stradivari,  Antonio,  instruments,  196,  213 
Strickland,  W.,  view  of  the  Capitol,  Ulus.,  50 
Strong,  Caleb,  5 

Supreme  Court,  U.S.,  14,  46,  82,  93,  204 
Taber,  John,  212 


A Tale  of  a Tub,  13 

Tate,  Allen,  216 

Tatham,  William,  27,  68 

Taylor,  Bayard,  150,  179 

Taylor,  John  of  Caroline  County,  7 

Taylor,  Sidney,  97 

Taylor,  Susan  Meehan,  77,  97 

Taylor,  Zachary,  68,  80 

Tazewell,  Henry,  4,  7 

Tazewell,  John,  4 

Technical  Information  Division,  232 
Telegraph,  66,  67,  72 
Temperance,  107 
Temple,  William,  27 
Texas  Friends  of  Libraries,  233 
Theudas,  197 
Thomas,  J.  Parnell,  207 
Thomas  Jefferson  Building;  see  Jefferson 
(Thomas)  Building 
Thomas  Jefferson  Room,  215 
Thompson,  J.  David,  with  LC  staff.  Ulus.,  185 
Thurston,  John  M.,  164 
Tilson,  John  Q.,  195 

Tilton,  Theodore,  cartoon  caricature.  Ulus.,  155 
A Time  to  Act,  212 
A Time  to  Speak,  212 
Timon  (pseud.);  see  Beckley,  John  J. 

Toner,  Joseph  M.,  133 
Tourte,  Francois,  bows,  196 
Train,  Charles  Russell,  110 

Training,  Appraisal,  and  Promotion  (TAP)  pro- 
gram, 253 

A Tramp  Abroad,  156 
Transcendentalism,  121,  150 
Traubel,  Horace,  159 

Treasury,  U.S.  Department  of  the,  6,  7,  10,  11, 
14,  45,  50,  51,  52,  53,  83,  98,  131,  134,  149 
Trollope,  Frances  M.,  65,  71 
Truman,  Elizabeth  D.,  121 
Truman,  Harry  S.,  217,  221,  225,  226,  227,  233, 
Ulus.,  226,  247 
Truman,  William  T.,  121 
Truman  8c  Spofford,  121,  122,  130 
Trumbull,  Lyman,  115 
Trust  Fund  Board,  LC,  192 
Tucker,  Ichabod,  28 
Tucker,  Powell,  156 

Turner,  Deborah;  see  Stephenson,  Deborah 
Turner 

Turner,  Lewis,  164 
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Turner,  Sallie;  see  Magruder,  Sallie  Turner 
Tutt,  Charles  P.,  80 

Twain,  Mark  (pseud.);  see  Clemens,  Samuel  L. 
Tyler,  John,  80 

Udall,  Stewart,  30 

Underwood,  Francis,  122 

Unesco,  217,  234,  235-36,  245 

pinion  League,  159,  161,  162,  163,  169,  174n 

Union  List  of  Serials,  232 

United  Arab  Republic,  P.L.  480  program  m,  250 
United  Nations,  217,  234;  Expanded  Program  of 
Technical  Assistance,  236;  General  Assembly, 
235;  Korean  Reconstruction  Agency,  236;  Re- 
lief and  Rehabilitation  Administration,  237n; 
see  also  Unesco 
United  States’  Telegraph,  78 
Universal  Copyright  Convention,  235,  236 
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